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EVERYBODY W H O  IS ANYBODY knows that the class struggle 
is outmoded, lingering on vestigially only because communists, 
leftwing unionists and other oldfas'hioned orthodox working class 
thinkers stubbornly persist in believing it exists, stirring up alleged 
grievances and fomenting strikes. This idealist conception of Aus­
tralian social reality is shared, from quite differing viewpoints, by 
the conservative establishment which has a vested interest in 
“abolishing” the class struggle, and some of its radical opponents 
who consider that economic injustices have almost disappeared in 
the “affluent society” and are superseded by new moral issues and 
problems of contemporary capitalism. A whole new concept of 
social, industrial and political conflicts has emerged, with conser­
vative and radical sides. T he conservative theory holds that a new 
unionism is needed, that concerns itself with sharing in the 
technological revolution by,lifting productivity, co-operating with 
the new managerial class, a unionism of bright and pushing new 
experts that will tu rn  its back upon all the old traditions. The 
new radical theory, with several variants, seems to be saying that 
the working class, changing at any rate, has been assimilated into 
the system and is no longer capable of waging a consistent anti­
capitalist struggle for social change.
T he conservative theory fares far worse in explaining contem­
porary reality. 1968 was a year of widespread and sharp industrial 
action, ushered in with a postal strike and the protracted and 
largely successful struggle of metal tradesmen against “absorption” 
of the margins increase, supported by their “unskilled” and 
“semi-skilled” fellow workers, who entered the struggle whole­
heartedly even though they had little or nothing to gain from it. 
As the year progressed, industrial action swept across, the work­
force, involving new workers and raising new possibilities for 
trade unionism. Journalists, teachers, space technicians and other 
professional workers came into the fight alongside petrol tanker 
drivers, railwaymen, aircraft m aintenance workers, the postal 
workers again, not to speak of the constant guerrilla, struggles, so 
usual as not to m erit even a. press report in most cases, waged in 
metal factories, the mines and the waterfront.
1969 W ILL BE A YEAR OF IN D U STRIAL ACTION , precisely 
because the class struggle exists objectively, and is sharpening. The
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Australian ruling class—the owners and controllers of the economy 
and their political and industrial auxiliaries—has worked out a 
coherent and well-planned economic strategy. This aims at nothing 
less than the introduction of an “incomes policy,” not by direct 
government legislation as in Britain, bu t by a combination of 
sheer monopoly economic power, the judicial power of the arbi­
tration system, and the power of the State both to mobilise the 
national wealth for the monopoly capitalists through taxation and 
other fiscal powers, and to use legal sanctions against the unions 
when they use their industrial strength. Essence of a capitalist 
incomes policy is that it seeks to control wages and salaries, but 
not profit, interest, ren t or prices which are sacrosanct.
Economic power is used through monopoly price-fixing, that 
dots not “fix” prices but continually raises them and so exerts 
constant pressure upon wage and salary earners and those on 
fixed incomes (pensioners, e tc .). Very little remains of classic 
bourgeois economic theory, based on “free competition,” the 
market, and “individual private enterprise”. However, the right 
of “private” price fixation is jealously guarded, even when the 
conditions of price formation through market competition have 
almost disappeared in the decisive economic sectors. W hile the 
monopolies no longer fear but actively demand government eco­
nomic “regulation” in many fields (including lab o r), they resist 
strongly (and successfully) any government regulation of prices 
or profits.
A R B IT R A T IO N ’S ROLE IS ENHANCED in the new economic 
strategy. Over a three year period, the A rbitration Commission 
has introduced a totally new method of wage-fixing, in which the 
judicial m urder of the basic wage—margins structure was decisive. 
In its place has emerged the “total wage” and “work-values“ 
structure. T h is new creation is the employers’ brainchild, and 
its desired future growth into a fullfledged incomes controller is 
the subject of new demands in the ‘Employer’s C harter” served on 
the Commission.
Effects of this new wages structure can be summarised as follows:
•  T he “total wage”, that affects the income of every wage- and 
salary-earner, will be reviewed annually and varied only 
according to the Commission’s interpretation of economic 
conditions. This virtually means a general wage-freeze, with 
any increases barely keeping up with erosion of real wages 
by price rises. It is an interesting intellectual exercise to 
consider what economic conditions make a general wage rise
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desirable, according to arbitration, government and employ­
ers’ economic experts. If the economy is booming, any wage 
rise, they argue, would cause inflation; if there are economic 
difficulties, a general increase is plainly undesirable, and 
even dangerous. Add to this the perennial balance of pay­
ments problem, which must be met by increasing exports 
(which means “keeping costs down”—and every bourgeois 
economist knows that wages are the only costs that can 
be “kept down”) and by dam pening dem and for imports 
(and this means the wage-earners’ demand above a l l) . There 
is thus an ironclad case for keeping general wages down; 
every possible contingency and conjecture of circumstances 
demands that wages must not rise too much.
•  If the general wage is to remain pegged, perhaps there are 
dramatic new possibilities for increases for specific industries 
and occupations through “work value” cases? T he metal 
trades case, which provided a $7.40 increase for tradesmen, 
seemed to promise this. But experience soon showed how 
thin was this sugar-coating on the b itter pill. Employers, 
the arbitration machine and governments bitterly resisted 
any automatic flow-on, and union experience of work-value 
cases has been salutary—as railway men in  general and en- 
ginedrivers in particular will testify.
In fact, work value cases after the first ones will present 
many obstacles to establishing a legal argum ent for new 
rates. It is necessary to prove new skills and new conditions, 
and in general technological change makes this harder for 
most workers in most industries. T his is particularly true 
for those classed by arbitration as semi-skilled and “un­
skilled”. T he general trend to establish a low rate for the 
majority of production workers will be accelerated. In  fact, 
Australia is moving in its own way, towards the conditions 
of a submerged and depressed class within a class, m ade up 
largely of im migrant workers who are the backbone of the 
production workforce in such basic (and low-paid) indus­
tries as sted, automobiles, railways, textile, clothing and 
food.
T H E  W O RKING  CLASS NEEDS A COUNTER-STRATEGY to 
meet the m ounting offensive. T he working class is growing, not 
diminishing, as technological change gathers momentum. Newer 
elements in the working class, the technicians, planners, teachers 
and professional workers are no longer a bulwark of conservatism. 
They increasingly turn to the classical methods of industrial action,
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sometimes infusing new methods and concepts into the traditional 
forms. And industrial workers and their unions have not abdicated 
the struggle by any means. T he changed methods of wage fixing 
met stern opposition, even if this did not prevent the change. The 
procedure and final form of the change are instructive, for it was 
not implemented without problems.
T he metal workers, by refusing to accept absorption, struck the 
first blow, and many thousands of other workers acted or threat­
ened to act to win flow-on against the C ourt’s declared intention. 
This is the m ilitant alternative to the new system. But it needs 
to become a powerful movement, un iting  blue and white collar 
unions and all working class political trends in the unions around 
a common strategy. Unionism often limits its perspectives and 
usually fights on the terrain dictated by employers and within 
the employer-oriented “rules” of arbitration. W hile the employers, 
governments and arbitration worked purposefully to implement 
their total wage strategy, the unions have no common counter- 
strategy that seeks to change the whole terms of the battle. This 
arises from limitations imposed by influences of conservatism and 
rightwing reformism in the movement, and failure to understand 
the implications and possibilities in technological change if a 
bolder and more fundamental challenge is made to the system 
itself. And quite frankly the left also has been slow to articulate 
a strategy for the new conditions. Some lines of thought suggest 
themselves for consideration.
T he new conditions of technological change and higher produc­
tivity suggest that unionism should advance more radical demands, 
both in distribution of the national income and in democratic 
control of decision-making in workplaces, whole industries and 
in the places where the public and private bureaucracies decide 
national policies in secret.
In the field of economic demands, the following are worth con­
sidering:
•  T he union movement should, through intensive research at 
both academic and grassroot levels, fix upon and substantiate 
a demand for a minimum living wage. This wage demand 
(and already-taken surveys and researches suggest it would 
be at least $60 a week) should then be projected as the 
alternative to the present “total wage” that is m anipulated 
within the “economic” framework and the irreducible m ini­
mum that can placate workers’ unrest.
•  T he demand for equal pay that must bring women’s wages 
up to m en’s, not scale down somewhere between existing 
male and female rates.
4
AUSTRALIAN LEFT REVIEW December, 1968
•  T he demand for shorter hours, at least the 35 hour claim, 
and for 4 weeks annual leave.
•  T he development of 'industry campaigns (on industry allow­
ances, pensions, etc.) that can embrace all workers, whatever 
their skill levels, in  industries like the automobile, steel and 
other big and highly monopolised branches of production.
•  Develop and sustain industrial campaigning and organisa­
tion by unions covering low-paid workers, recognising that 
these are often mainly im migrant workers with all the atten­
dant special problems.
These and other issues of wages, hours and conditions require a 
broader horizon and a bolder challenge to the whole system than 
as yet exists even among most m ilitant unionists. It also requires 
a new type of unionism, more efficient, more scientific and more 
highly organised.
T here are several trends developing on this plane. T h e  com­
m unist view should be based upon a mass-democratic concept 
of efficient, scientific and highly-organised unionism that is demo­
cratic from the workplace upwards to the national level. In  this 
concept, job and workplace organisation is basic, and the real 
strength of the unions flows from an active membership that can 
effectively control each union and the state and national centres of 
the movement.
T his stresses the significance of (1) the union delegates, shop 
committees and industry-wide rank and file organisation embracing 
direct representatives of all workers whatever their unions; (2) 
union democracy and active encouragement of activity; (3) union 
amalgamations; (4) democratic national and state dentres that 
allow for union initiatives and do not seek to impose a control 
that confines m ilitant unions to the level of the more backward.
T his method of union struggle will raise, naturally and logically, 
issues of democratic control. At its most direct expression, the 
formation of shop committees and delegates organisation at once 
asserts the demand for recognition of workers’ rights and carries 
within it the demand for potentially democratic control. A t another 
level, the struggle against arb itra tion’s crippling legalisms, restric­
tion and penalisation of industrial action is a direct, even if only 
partial, challenge to the capitalist state.
Popular appeal of democratic resistance to arbitration penal 
powers has been shown again in Western Australia. Seven boiler­
makers, electing to take jail rather than pay fines for an “illegal” 
strike, set the Establishment a real problem. U nited opposition of
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unions threatened state-wide industrial action, and support came 
from varied and sometimes unexpected quarters. R um or has it 
that neither would the police have picked them up, nor warders 
“received” them. W hatever the tru th  of this story, the fact remains 
that some anonymous benefactor paid the fines.
TODAY’S ECONOM IC AND SOCIAL PROBLEMS affecting 
wage and salary workers are more directly and obviously political 
issues. H igh taxation takes a big bite out of any wage increase, 
first and most obviously in income tax and then through indirect 
taxes. Income tax alone has mushroomed—30 years ago a skilled 
metalworker had to work perhaps two days a year to pay his tax, 
now he works several weeks.
Ever-increasing government charges—fares, car registrations, hos­
pital fees, TV-radio licences, and an endless list—eat into real 
wages. Alongside this goes a shameless monopoly price fixing for 
goods and services, that steadily increases the cost of living, 
forcing excessive overtime, two jobs or a whole family working to 
m aintain standards. Added to this is the chronic deterioration and 
rising cost of social services—education, health, local government. 
It is surely necessary to elaborate a radical working class program 
of demands and action on all these questions, that monopoly 
capitalist affluent society projects into the lives of even the most 
complacent and apathetic citizen. W hat is needed is an Australian 
action program, finding in the apparently m undane realities of 
life the starting point for a radical challenge to existing social re­
lations, morality and political practice. T o  suggest a few:
•  A radically new taxation system, in  which the first $2,000 is 
free, with the wealthy monopolies and individuals paying 
more.
•  Price control that protects the public from monopoly extor­
tion, ru n  by direct popular representatives of unions and 
consumers.
•  A new quality of education for all children, with highly 
qualified teachers, proper facilities and a modern curriculum.
•  A non-contributory health service that provides medical, 
dental and hospital care for all.
•  Increased social services, particularly pensions and child en­
dowment.
These are some of the issues and demands that move masses 
to concern, yet are in their essence radical and even potentially
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revolutionary if asserted by a people’s movement as demands upon 
the powerful groupings that direct and control Australian society.
It would be merely naive to suggest that such a movement can 
be built easily, or to believe that it only needs a program  of de­
mands to come into being. Big problems arise from the character 
of our society and the power of its dom inant ideology, conservat­
ism and capitalist individualism. O ther problems arise from the 
inadequacies of the working class movement and of its left and 
radical components. T h e  working class movement needs to con­
sider seriously the new left criticisms mentioned above. It is too 
facile to dismiss them out of hand by pointing to the obvious 
realities that the mass workers’ movement provides the real oppo­
sition, the perennial irrepressible counter-action against capitalism, 
or that the working class must play a decisive role if there is to 
be a fundamental challenge to the present social system. Even if 
the new left criticisms were 100 per cent correct (which they are 
n o t) , the task of the revolutionary vanguard would still have to 
be assisting the workers to consciousness, to see themselves as a 
class for itself, otherwise elitism and sectarianism will cut off the 
vanguard from the masses who alone can make history.
T he working class must play a leading role, and for this it needs 
the co-operation of radical intellectuals and other strata critical 
of capitalist society. T his requires a new approach, elim inating 
proletarian snobbery and suspicion of intellectuals on one side, 
elevated condescension and plain lack of knowledge or concern 
about the actual working class struggle on the other. T h e  left 
working class movement should understand from its long experi­
ence of struggle tha t the working class has no mystically-endowed 
right to a leading role. Rather, it has to win this right anew in 
each new period, by lifting its struggle to new targets, speaking 
and acting for all whose interests conflict with and whose lives 
are restricted by capitalist society.
T H E  FIG H T  FO R  PEACE IN  VIETNAM , and the struggle for 
a new post-Vietnam foreign policy, is central to this role. T he 
tortuous path to real peace negotiations presents a challenge to 
all who have opposed the war, for the U nited States and its 
Australian and other satellite governments are still pursuing their 
war aims. Reluctantly, they have recognised tha t they cannot win 
the war; further, that they actually faced m ilitary defeat in  the 
classical sense of this term.
T h a t is why they finally accepted the offer first m ade by the 
Democratic Republic of Vietnam in February 1967, after trying
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several different m ilitary strategies that failed miserably after in ­
flicting immense suffering upon Vietnam and the loss of tens of 
thousands of American, and hundreds of Australian, lives. If 
this chance of peace is to be seized, public opinion must demon­
strate the demand for immediate withdrawal of US, Australian 
and satellite troops from Vietnam, recognition of the National 
Liberation Front and the right of self-determination and indepen­
dence for South Vietnam.
All the face-saving lies and inspired concoctions about a favor­
able turn  for “T he Free W orld” in the war cannot hide the hum ili­
ating defeat of the USA, nor disguise the collapse of the whole 
Australian foreign policy. But like the Bourbons, the Australian 
policymakers forget nothing of the canards about defending Aus­
tralia from Asian Communism and learn nothing from the lesson, 
magnificently taught by the Vietnamese, that m ilitary might can­
not today defeat a whole people determ ined upon national libera­
tion. Forgetting and learning nothing, the policymakers are now 
working on a “new” policy that prepares for new interventions in 
Asia to suppress new national liberation movements. This policy 
calls for mobile strike forces, equipped with modern offensive 
weapons. Clinging to the F il l  is not just political face saving nor 
inept and precipitous contracting—though both are present. The 
F il l  is the type of “weapons system” required for Asian interven­
tion, even if it is a flop. So the defence review may come up with 
new plans bu t they will be directed to the same aims.
Government foreign policy will not change its basic character 
either; it will still be subject to W ashington’s decisions. Johnson 
is dead; Long live Nixon! And US policy under Nixon will not 
change its basic character; probably it will only demand a bigger 
Australian contribution in men and money to further US policies 
of dom ination. Australian foreign policy is in a ru t from which 
it can escape only by a complete change enforced by popular 
action. Unless this can be developed, and soon, Australia will 
stumble from crisis to crisis, from one Vietnam to a second and a 
third, sacrificing more and more for policies that end in fiasco and 
increased dangers.
T he struggle for democratic foreign policy is one of the most 
vital issues for the whole democratic opposition, and the left in 
particular. It influences every aspect of the struggle against m on­
opoly capitalism, and a real challenge to the economic, political 
strategy of conservatism is impossible unless there is confrontation 
an this issue, not the growing trend to bi-partisanship evident in 
W hitlam ite thinking on the “US alliance” as the keystone of Aus­
tralian foreign policy.
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Johnston
DEMOCRATIC 
RIGHTS 
CHARTER
A member of the commission which drafted the Com­
munist Party’s Charter of Democratic Rights gives his views 
on the issues under debate. This article is based on a contri­
bution made at a recent conference of the Communist 
Party in South Australia.
T H E  PUBLICATION of the Communist Party’s draft C harter of 
Democratic Rights has sparked considerable discussion both in the 
Party and outside it. T he Charter is but a first draft. Many valuable 
suggestions have been made for additions, deletions and clarifica­
tions. I stress the importance of such suggestions; but here I want 
to deal with some broad questions.
W hat is democracy? I t is said that capitalist democracy is freedom 
for the capitalists to exploit and socialist democracy is democracy 
for the working masses. Things are more complex than this. 
“Democracy” as a word is used to describe a particular type of 
capitalist state; it is also a word which has associations with m an’s 
struggle to control his affairs, express his ideas, have equality of 
opportunity with others, form trade unions, etc. We commonly, 
and I think correctly, say of some legislation (e.g., m uch of the 
legislation introduced by the recent South Australian Labor Gov­
ernment) that it is “democratic”, and of other legislation that it 
is “undemocratic”, although neither may touch the foundations 
of capitalism.
Society, under the impetus of the struggle of oppressed classes 
and groups, has evolved institutions and rights that are said to 
be democratic — the right to vote, the right to hold a religious 
point of view, the right to refute religion, the right of opinion 
and of publication, of industrial activity, of sex and racial equality. 
T he best of the non-socialists have struggled to  defend and advance 
such concepts of democracy and we owe them a great debt. Social­
ists take the m atter further by declaring that the greatest and funda­
m ental denial of democracy lies in the ownership by one class of 
the means of production and the exclusion of the exploited classes 
from the control of such means of production. Class society is in­
compatible with genuine democracy.
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T he Charter, in my view, properly and clearly takes up these 
two aspects of democracy in terms that are Australian. It points 
up the monopoly dom ination of the economy, and places the 
ending of this dom ination and the creation of social ownership as 
the central issue, but at the same time it stresses the great im por­
tance of democratic institutions and the extension of democratic 
rights and practices for the struggle of the working class and pro­
gressive people under capitalism and for the strengthening and 
consolidation of socialism.
It is said by some that the C harter raises to a principle the 
possibility of peaceful transition to socialism. I think that the 
language of the draft is open to criticism on this point, but I do 
not think that the Drafting Committee intended to express other 
than the decision of the last Congress of the Party. T he draft does 
not say and never intended that the struggle for socialism would 
not be accompanied by violence from the ruling class. Obviously 
along the way there will be big demonstrations, great strikes, 
marches, tremendous gatherings and obviously there will be clashes 
and obviously in some situations reactionary forces will resort to 
violence. W hat our Congress said is that in the conditions in Aus­
tralia and in the world there is the distinct possibility that the 
transition can be peaceful in that armed uprising against the 
capitalist state will not be either necessary or desirable.
Years ago the gathering of the 81 Communist and Workers 
Parties expressed support for this contention.
But some comrades say, or argue as if this is a possibility, but 
only one possibility, and that the other should be put with equal 
emphasis. In  my view this is wrong. We are for a peaceful transi­
tion in the sense I speak of not only because violence is at the 
best a necessary evil but because the concept of peaceful transition 
accords with the wishes and aspirations of those who in our 
country tend towards change, it accords with our own ideas and 
above everything else because it assists in developing and con­
solidating as actual forces for social progress those forces in the 
nation which can potentially bring about fundam ental change.
And these forces for change are enormously broad. We do not 
and never have conceived of the revolutionary struggle as one 
between just the capitalist class and the industrial working class. 
T he Communist Party’s Program has for years placed the m ono­
poly sections of capital as the target of the revolutionary move­
ment in  our country and has envisaged almost all other class 
forces as able to play some positive part (but of course some much 
more so than others).
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T h e developments of our times extend, not restrict this possi­
bility. Once capitalism was progressive. It had great reserves of 
strength amongst the people. Small-scale production was prevalent; 
small capitalists were numerous; the capitalists educated a minority 
who were close to them; they developed cities, transport, broke 
down the old restrictions, opened new horizons, capitalism devel­
oped the nation and the capitalists appeared as the standard 
bearers of the nation. Of course this stage of capitalism is long 
past, but the positions of strength of the capitalist class amongst 
the people are only slowly eroded.
Today things are different. Increasing monopolisation places 
power in fewer and fewer hands increasingly remote from the 
people as a whole. T he percentage of employed persons rises, the 
whole work force requires a higher standard of education, the 
most educated people are no longer, in the same proportion at 
least, close to capital; and capital itself is no longer identified with 
the nation but increasingly with sell out on the one hand or obliter­
ation on the other, of national interest.
Monopoly capital has largely lost and increasingly loses its bases 
of support amongst the people and is thereby vulnerable at every 
point. T he motor car industry can be exposed for its profiteering 
at the expense of the consumer, which is the nation; for its ex­
ploitation of its own workers; for its dom ination by foreign capital; 
and for its pressure to make the private motor vehicle the un it of 
transport so that much of the argument about transport develop­
ment, community planning, etc., involves the role of motor vehicle, 
oil and other monopoly industries.
Every facet of the struggle against monopoly involves questions 
of democracy. In  specifically marxist terms the relations of pro­
duction are being increasingly socialised, increasing num bers of 
people of diverse occupations are being drawn into the social pro­
cess of production but their lives, both as producers and socially, 
are dominated by fewer monopoly groups. T he whole struggle is 
against the monopolisation of power, for the democratisation of 
economic and social life.
If  we want to help to develop these broad political forces in 
the struggle against monopoly the Communist Party must speak 
to them in words which they understand and with policies and 
perspectives they can approve. It is said that to put the problem 
this way is to forget about the working class. T his is wrong in my 
view. All the developments I speak of affect the working class 
itself; expanding it, educating it, changing its productive activity.
11
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T his changing working class is now, and will rem ain this side of 
socialism, an exploited class, and this aspect of its reality will 
determine its main social, political and economic activity. But 
because its way of living and working will be somewhat different, 
it will approach its problems somewhat differently. Not to see the 
changes and make our own changes would not be to fight for the 
working class, but to fail it.
It has been suggested that the concepts of the Draft Charter 
reject revolution, and if adopted, would obliterate any real differ­
ence with the ALP. (This point of view is expressed within the 
Party and from outside, e.g., by Dr. Charlesworth in T ribune) . 
I think this viewpoint is based upon the misconception sometimes 
expressed in  the saying “the ALP believes in evolution, the CP in 
revolution”. T he real position is that marxists believe that de­
velopment takes place both in nature and society by the combi­
nation of gradual evolutionary change and rapid revolutionary 
change, whilst reformism, certainly in practice and mainly in 
theory too, limits its concept of change to evolutionary change. 
This is the essence of the difference, not the concept of revolution 
in the sense of blood and violence. T he Charter calls for a de­
cisive and fundam ental change in the ownership of the monopolies 
and thus maintains our independent revolutionary position.
Another great watershed difference with reformism is the com­
m unist view that the masses make their own history — reliance on 
the activity of the masses as against relying mainly or solely on 
leaders. Here again the Charter makes the position clear. In  this 
context I refer to the criticism that the Charter places undue re­
liance on parliaments and parliam entary struggle. In  my view what 
the Charter does is to raise to its proper position in the Australian 
setting the question of our established institutions.
It is crucial that we learn from the Soviet Union and other 
socialist countries that everything of value from the past must be 
preserved and built upon. T he tradition of elective representative 
institutions is strong in our land; we must build on our traditions. 
In Russia the first Duma was won from the Czar in 1905 and in 
1917 the institution m eant literally nothing to the vast majority; 
but in England men fought for the principle of the Parliam ent 
against despotic power 300 years ago (and particularly the men of 
the cities — the small producers, the tradesmen, the working class); 
the Chartist movement fought for the reform of the Parliam ent 
and gained to its petition the signatures of more than half the 
adult population of the country; the diggers at Eureka took up 
arms for the principle of representative Government; the battlers 
of the Australian 90’s formed the ALP to secure working class
12
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representation in Parliam ent; perhaps the most widespread and 
sustained political movement of our Australian history was for 
Federation, with a corresponding Federal Parliam ent; the biggest 
political movement in South Australia since the war has been for 
electoral reform. Our people accept and will defend Parliam entary 
representative institutions.
T h e  Parliamentary struggle is not the essence of the struggle — 
the essence is the activity, striving and effort of the mass of the 
people — but the essence finds part of its expression in  the struggle 
for election to and for policies to be expressed w ithin the Parlia­
ments; and around the issues in the Parliaments great mass move­
ments are possible.
I turn  to one last criticism of the Charter. I t  is said tha t the 
Charter forgets basic marxism in suggesting that in a socialist 
Australia there should be freedom of speech and association for 
citizens who hold anti-socialist opinion w ithout breaching the 
socialist law. I think that on this point we need more thought' 
and fewer slogans. We need to study the writings of great marxists 
on this point in their historical context. Every State is a dictator­
ship of a class or classes. A Socialist Australia will be that. But 
classes exercise their rule in various ways. T here is no  end to 
forms, the only principle is that the leading class uses its leading 
position to consolidate and protect its position. Class rule does 
not necessarily imply total or even widespread censorship; it does 
not necessarily imply the suppression of opposition, organisation 
or representation. We have in Australia the dictatorship of m ono­
poly capital, but that does not mean obliteration of opposition.
T he Charter aims at setting down the communists’ concept of 
a socialist Australia. We ought to say boldly and clearly that we 
are for the right of dissent. Maybe foreign pressures or foreign 
intervention, or activity against the socialist law from within, will 
force temporary and partial departures from this principle. If it 
be so the progressive people will recognise the source and cause 
of the departure. But for us the guiding principle is the extension 
and flowering of democracy, both because this agrees with all our 
aims and because it agrees with the traditions and thinking of 
the mass of the Australian people without whose active support a 
socialist Australia is quite impossible.
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Ledda
ITALIAN 
STUDENTS 
IN REVOLT
In an article especially written for A LR  a prominent Italian 
communist discusses the reasons for the upsurge of student 
activism and the attitude adopted towards student radicals 
by Italian communists.
ITA LIA N  UNIVERSITIES have been deeply shaken by a great 
student movement which, through its struggle, reopened discussion 
not only about the university organisation and structure, but about 
the whole of the emphasis in study underlying one of the most 
traditional and conservative institutions of culture and society.
For various reasons the movement attracted immediate attention: 
its extent — tens of thousands of students from all of Italy’s 
universities (often even from the schools) took part; the length 
of the struggle—it began in Autum n 1967 and lasted till Summer 
1968 and everything seems to point to it beginning again with 
vigor when the universities re-open; the determ ination with which 
the students have fought—violent clashes w ith the police, dozens 
of trials, disciplinary measures and in tim idation have not stopped 
the movement; the forms of struggle—occupation of university 
buildings, study committees on reform, demonstrations on the 
street, democratic organisation in assemblies; the framework of the 
struggle— the link established between university questions and 
the basic and more general problems of Italian  society.
W hy did this movement occur? W hat are its specific and more 
general causes? W hat does it mean and what does it express? W hat 
are its prospects? T he crisis in Italian schools is profound and in 
many ways insoluble within the framework of the present social 
structure. Here, as in  other decisive sectors of Italian society, 
only great reforms which cut deep into the social fabric are capable 
of solving the most acute of the problems. (This is true in 
general of developed capitalist societies.)
T here has been a great increase in  the school population, espe­
cially in  m iddle schools (1956-57, 930,000 pupils; 1961-62, 1,540,- 
000), bu t also lower middle schools (technical schools, high schools 
and gram m ar schools), and in the universities. Faced with this,
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about 10 years ago the government took a few routine measures, 
w ithout even touching on the ‘‘social” problem which was implicit 
in a real democratisation of education. This policy was defeated by 
a strong movement of opposition in the country, in the schools, and 
in parliament. And the governments which followed, all led by 
the Christian Democrats, tried to find a new policy, called a policy 
of “reform”, essentially designed to make a new instrum ent of 
the old school system, one capable of providing, at all levels— 
from worker to engineer—a workforce suitable for the develop­
ment of Italian industry. This policy is the one which, in  the last 
few months above all, has experienced complete failure.
In  the first place during these years the development has been 
quite inadequate for the increase in the school population and its 
growing needs. We lack thousands of classrooms; there are no 
laboratories; one university professor often teaches a class of 500- 
600 students and so on. In the second place, the view which 
regards the school system as an appendix of production again 
brought to light, and still more clearly, the class character of 
schooling, both in its selective aspects and in its formative and 
educative functions. In the third place, contrary to the apologists 
of neo-capitalism, Italian  capitalism, far from developing in an 
organic fashion, has grown like Topsy, aggravating all the im bal­
ances which are typical of Italian society.
T he conjunction of these three elements has accentuated a 
basic contradiction which accompanies capitalist development and 
which is tending to become more acute in the conditions of advanced 
capitalism, making it more obvious and explosive. This contra­
diction lies on the one hand in the necessity of stim ulating the 
development of education and scientific and technical knowledge, 
and on the other in the necessity of channelling, controlling and 
containing this development in a way that meets the demands of 
the productive system; of m aintaining in the schools a selection 
system related to the class base, which serves to reproduce the 
social hierarchy and give most of those entering production an 
inferior education which will prepare them for the subordinate 
function of m anual activity. From this arises the fact that 
schools are no longer looked on as sectional institutions guaran­
teeing the fulfilment of tasks, bu t are rather regarded as one of 
the aspects of society in which are created the contradictions and 
contrasts of the whole society itself.
It is in the universities that these contrasts and contradictions 
show themselves most clearly. T he high cost of study and the 
absence of any right to study show up the system of selection on 
the basis of class in its clearest form. Only 13.8 per cent of those 
who are enrolled in  the first year of university come from working 
class families, and only 8.4 per cent of those who finally get
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their degrees. But there is also the o ther class aspect of education 
—the utilisation of education and cultural and professional tra in ­
ing as an instrum ent of integration into the constituted order, and 
of absorption into a social hierarchy which is implicitly authori­
tarian. In  relation to this there comes to m ind an im portant 
observation of M arx (the th ird  Thesis on Feuerbach) in which he 
maintains that society is divided into two parts, whereby one part 
is raised above society itself, prosecuting its ideology, its values, 
its conventions as objective and neutral knowledge, whereby it 
becomes knowledge serving to predeterm ine the social destiny 
to which everyone is assigned.
In  the university authoritarianism  is expressed at all levels and 
in every way—from the unquestioned authority of the teachers 
(baronies, as we call them; “god-professors”) , to the system of 
examinations, to the aristocratic relationship between teacher and 
student, to the academic hierarchy, to the rigidity of courses. T he 
hierarchic, bureaucratic, sclerotic structure is, in  this sense, a 
response to the institutional functions which are assigned to the 
university: to educate the cadres of the established order; to deprive 
the professions, as a distinctive element of the social hierarchy, 
of every intellectual autonomy. So the university operates more 
and more within the compass of • a wretched and compromised 
educational system, explicitly excluding all political and social 
debate, remaining closed to the great problems of our time, an 
obstacle to any real development of knowledge and the sciences, 
which find their principal basis in the critical spirit, in  non-con­
formity, in openness to what is new.
Thus the university becomes a catalyst of certain deep contra­
dictions: a) the contradiction between the real democratic spirit 
of education and the mechanical nature of selection and education 
by class; and b) the contradiction between the demands of a free, 
modern, critical culture which allows for the development of the 
personality and a sclerotic and coercive education. These contra­
dictions clearly express more general ones between the development 
of the social productive forces and the limits which are placed 
on them  by the actual system of relationships of production and 
the requirem ents for m aintaining the existing social and political 
balance. T he proof of this is seen in the way in which the 
powers-that-be reacted to the student movement—just as they do 
in the bitterest of working class battles. If we add to this the 
weight that the sciences have assumed in  the productive processes 
and the new relationship which has been established between 
intellectuals and technicians and capitalist society, we can easily 
understand the depth of the issues posed by the movement.
T he movement began against a government bill which was 
presented as a “new reform” of the university, and which was in 
reality no more than a reconfirmation of all the things just
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described. Hence the movement launched slogans against authori­
tarianism in scholarship, demands for an adequate professional 
training and recognition of the role ot professional people. In 
brief, they made demands not only for a more efficient and better 
educational system, but for different types ot schools and for 
different societal development. “We don't wish to be robots in 
the service of the bosses”, said one of the leaflets distributed at a 
student demonstration. Hence the denunciation of the class mech­
anism in selection and the demand for the right to study for all; 
hence the demand for and the creation of forms of participatory 
democracy and student power aimed at the rejection of the view 
which regards the student as an object in favour of the student 
as a subject, and a protagonist who is active in university and 
cultural life. T he echo of these demands among the student 
masses, the degree of mobilisation around them, the result obtained 
by shaking the old structures and old power relationships indicate 
how deeply they were felt, creating a situation which became more 
and more explosive.
On the other hand, the more general relationship established 
between these specific education problems and the authoritarianism  
which is implicit in developed capitalist societies, the relationship 
between the school and production, between liberty and the pro­
fessions, the stimuli to involve culture (and society) in the great 
issues and problems of the contemporary world, could not but 
become involved with the debate on more general political ques­
tions, forming a link with vast sectors of public opinion, and being 
reflected in the whole Italian political situation.
Besides, this connection was, in a certain sense, inevitable. If 
conditions in the universities were the concrete occasion which 
precipitated the movement, there were also other causes which 
generated it, and which can be summed up as the new feeling of 
responsibility of the intellectual vis-a-vis the revolutionary move­
ment in action throughout the world. Comrade Luigi Longo, gen­
eral secretary of the Communist Party of Italy, said at a recent 
meeting of the Central Committee that it appeared to him 
abstract and incorrect to approach the student movement’s problems 
according to the class origin of its components in the petty, middle 
and high bourgeosie, and thus to predict an inevitable petty bour­
geois deviation. Comrade Longo said that the element to be 
stressed was that the movement had exploded in a situation which 
was decisive for capitalist society, and within the context of a great 
political and social clash in which the working class and its organi­
sations are ever more the conscious vanguard protagonists.
This must be kept fairly in mind; it would be a mistake to look 
for the reasons for the movement only in the imbalance between 
the education system and society, and in the deep crisis which the 
former is undergoing. Certainly, the acuteness of the problem
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of education is something which must not be neglected, but it 
occurs in a context which is more complex and which concerns the 
growth of problems of the whole of Italian  society, and beyond that 
of problems which concern the whole world. Thus the influence 
which the heroic struggle of the Vietnamese people has had is incal­
culable. Around the question of Vietnam has grown up a deep 
and fiery anti-imperialist feeling, a higher awareness of the value 
of hum an beings, of freedom, of national independence and a 
new feeling of internationalism. All the liberal myths which had 
been regarded as a pole of attraction for quite a num ber of youth 
groups collapsed miserably before the brutality and oppression of 
Vietnam. This revealed the negative motives implicit in American 
society which until recently was pointed to as the model to follow. 
T he dramatic problems of that war, as well as the more general 
problems of the “third world”, intim ately connected with the 
struggle against hunger and underdevelopment, come face to 
face with the false consumer problems of wealthy civilisation, 
provoking deep idealistic and moral reactions.
At the same time, the failure of the social-democratic “renewal” 
(Wilson, Brandt, etc.) caused a further shift. And the whole 
experience of the Italian centre-left, which failed even to renovate 
the system internally, the collaboration between catholics and 
socialists in ever worse forms of power management,. all provoked 
a reaction from the masses of youth who see nothing consoling in 
this system; even see it as oppressive and degrading; and thus wish 
to change the system. And it is in this general context that the 
specific conditions of education have come together to fuse the 
different elements and transform them into a movement which 
raises problems of general (revolutionary) renewal of society.
Are there hidden dangers in this movement? No doubt. In it 
there flourish no small number of extremists, of voluntarists, and 
much political and ideological confusion. Often there are strategic 
and tactical evaluations which involve in a passionate polemic 
the great issues of the working class movement. Typical, for example, 
is the emergence of a position which underestimates the specific 
aspects of action in the Italian universities. Behind this under­
estimation is the belief that the students’ struggles are but the 
occasion for development of a revolutionary vanguard of a new 
type, in contest with the vanguard organised by the working class. 
T he particular characteristics of Italian society, the presence of a 
strong Communist Party with a strong working class heritage, the 
real dialectics, political and social, sometimes escape the student 
movement, leading it to conduct forays, leading it to assume the 
role of someone wishing to teach a lesson in revolution to a 
working class defined as integrated in the system.
Against such positions we must open up a frank political and 
even polemical debate, and we have done so. But what counts
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is to evaluate such dangers soberly, neither exaggerating nor 
minimising them, and seeing at the same time where they arise from. 
In an article in  Rinascita “T he Student Movement in the A nti­
capitalist Struggle” Luigi Longo, for example, did not hide that 
there has been a lack of contact between the Party, its activity and 
attitudes in the universities, and the political and organisational 
reality which has arisen among the students, especially among the 
most dynamic and active sectors, that certain political and cultural 
ferments which existed in the universities interested our members 
and organisations only belatedly. Hence a certain lag which was 
a lag in ideas and politics, not only in understanding what was 
happening, but which also led to avoiding contact, in tu rn  assist­
ing the emergence of attitudes which we consider extremist or 
mistaken.
How then can we move towards the student movement? We 
intend to do so by respecting its autonomy of action and initiative, 
and by considering it as a rich and positive movement from which 
the whole of Italian society and politics can derive im portant 
benefits. A relationship with the movement, therefore, which is 
open but which seeks unity^ T o  be present in the reality of 
the movement, Longo wrote in the article cited, means not only 
to note what happens, bu t to intervene continuously through 
debate and action, to clarify situations, to overcome doubts, to 
reject errors.
It is not a question of making references to theses and pre­
fabricated schemes, but, w ithout any belief in superiority and 
infallibility, of replying to attitudes with our own attitudes, replying 
to opinions with our own opinions in a concrete fashion, striving 
each time to understand the origins, the significance, the range, 
even of what seems at first sight to be absurd or distorted. W hat 
is more, this is the way to keep with the issues, to measure our 
reasoning against the reasoning of others, assimilating what we 
find good and of value in their ideas.
We maintain that the student movement cannot and should not 
counterpose itself to the political organisations of the working 
class, to its party, and in this specific case to the Communist Party. 
It is by working in this spirit that we believe the problem of the 
incorporation of the student movement in the strategy of the 
working class struggle in Italy can be positively solved. It is with 
this method that we are convinced of the role the student forces 
of Italy play, and of the need to call to the attention of all Italian 
society, and particularly of the workers’ movement, issues, prob­
lems and demands to which must be found a complete and valid 
reply, so that revolutionary strategy may be capable of carrying 
out the tasks it has set itself in a country of developed capitalism.
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DISCUSSION:
The Principle of 
self-determination
SELF-DETERM INATION 
QUALIFIED
■ T H E  SOCIALIST M OVEM ENT can­
not triu m p h  w ith in  th e  old fram e­
work of the  fa therland . It creates new, 
superior forms of hum an  society, in 
which the  legitim ate requirem ents and 
progressive aspirations of the  working 
masses of every na tionality  will for 
the  first tim e be satisfied in in ter­
national un ity  on the basis of the  
abolition of existing national barriers". 
(my em phasis—JB H ) . Lenin “T h e  
Position and Tasks of the  Socialist 
In tern a tio n a l.”
In his article “On Self-Determina­
tion", (A ustralian L e ft Review  No 5 
1968) T ed  Bacon, in the second p a ra ­
graph states: “No justification of the 
occupation of socialist Czechoslovakia 
by the arm ed forces of the USSR and 
four otl-.er socialist states has yet been 
a ttem pted  in  terms acceptable to 
marxists. T h e  rig h t of all nations to 
self-determ ination has been an estab­
lished m arxist princip le for many 
years."
However, in the same paragraph, he 
adm its that should the  circumstances 
be grave enough “dem onstrably very 
grave indeed", then  this "occupation" 
(T ed Bacon's word) would be "p e r­
missible".
It is clear therefore th a t he agrees 
that in certain  circumstances a higher 
princip le appliqs. Nevertheless the 
tenor of his article  appears weighted
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against th is view and he speaks of 
“striking rig h t at the heart of a m ajor 
p rincip le  of socialism — the righ t of 
all nations to  self-determ ination”.
T h a t th e  situation  was sufficiently 
grave to w arrant the  application  of 
this greater and h igher princip le is 
precisely the case of the USSR and 
the four o ther socialist states.
T h is being so it is strange indeed 
th a t nowhere in  his ^article does he 
a ttem p t to disprove the  case of the 
five socialist states
T h e  evasion of the case of the  Five 
has been a m arked and d isturbing 
feature of those in  A ustralia who dis­
agree w ith the action of the Five.
T hey  just know  the situation  wasn't 
grave. T his, despite the  fact th a t for 
m onths past the USSR and others in 
num erous docum ents have poin ted  
to the  growing danger of Germ an 
revanchism  and the huge build  up  of 
arm am ents.
T ed  Bacon says: “Im m inent danger 
of im perialist intervention and in ­
ternal counter-revolution can be dis­
counted". T h at's  that!
His admission th a t in  certain  cir­
cumstances a h igher principle than 
self-determ ination should prevail makes 
the rem ainder of his article largely 
pointless if he does not disprove the 
case of the  Five w ith respect to the 
necessity for the  application of the 
h igher principle.
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In  discussions in Brisbane some 
Com m unists held th a t self-determ ina- 
tion  was an im m utable p rincip le  a p ­
plicable in all circumstances even to 
the extent of agreeing to Czechoslo­
vakia going back to capitalism , if that 
was what the people wanted. One 
m ust assume th a t no W arsaw Pact 
assistance should be forthcom ing to 
assist those inside Czechoslovakia fight­
ing against this.
In  this connection Lenin once said: 
"B ut no Marxist, w ithout flying in 
the face of M arxism  and socialism 
generally, can deny th a t the interests 
of socialism axe h igher th an  the  in ­
terests of the rig h t of nations to  self- 
determ ination". (Theses by L enin on 
the  Question of a Separate and  A n­
nexationist Peace) .
W hat relevance can T ed  Bacon's 
examples about oppressor nations and 
oppressed nations have w ith regard 
to the  Czechoslovak crisis?
He says: “T h e  early Soviet G overn­
m ents, for exam ple, did no t intervene 
to enforce socialism in such form er 
parts of the Russian Em pire as F in ­
land and Poland”.
T h is is supposed to show th a t the 
situation  then was such as to be even 
graver th an  th a t in  Czechoslovakia 
today, yet as a m atte r of p rincip le  the 
Soviet Governm ent did no t intervene 
“ to enforce socialism”.
Is T ed Bacon here  ad m itting  th a t 
the  action of the  five W arsaw countries 
was to enforce socialism in  Czechoslo­
vakia? If so, my case is proved. E n ­
forcing it against reaction!
However, let us look a t the  facts re 
Poland and F in land  at th a t time.
In  1917 F inland declared its inde­
pendence from Russia. Even though  
it was a bourgeois governm ent in  F in ­
land the Soviet G overnm ent prom ptly  
agreed. T h is is in accordance w ith 
self-determ ination of nations a t such 
a period in  history.
Also in accordance w ith m arxist 
theory, the Social Democrats and w ork­
ers of F inland w'ere urged by Lenin 
to fight against their own governm ent 
for the socialist revolution in F inland, 
to link a socialist F in land w ith the 
rest of the Soviet Union.
In January  1918 the R ed Guards of 
F inland commenced a struggle for 
socialism which was drow ned in blood.
T his was at the  tim e of Brest-Litovsk 
negotiations and to suggest th a t the 
Soviet U nion was in  a position to 
assist in F inland, Poland or anywhere 
else was ridiculed by Lenin. T h is is 
surely well known.
It is apparen tly  forgotten th a t Poland 
and Finland were pa rt of the  sacrifice 
th a t had to be m ade at Brest-Litovsk 
to preserve the  Socialist Republic.
Lenin specifically states th a t assist­
ance to such revolutions was “an aim 
clearly defined and approved by the 
Socialist Arm y” . . . “However, we 
obviously cannot set ourselves this aim 
at the given m om ent” (L enin’s em ­
phasis) . (Theses by Lenin on the 
Question of the Im m ediate C onclu­
sion of a Separate and A nnexationist 
Peace).
If T ed  Bacon’s exam ple has any 
relevance whatsoever for Czechoslova­
kia it is to show th a t today the USSR 
and the four others are in  a position 
to defend and safeguard socialism in 
th a t country and  elsewhere.
W ith  regard to the  m istakes of Sta­
lin and the  CPSU on th e  N ational 
Question which is m entioned (and 
no doubt some mistakes were made) I 
will let T ed Bacon answer himself: 
“T hough  the Soviet U nion is rightly  
regarded as a m odel of a m ulti-national 
state, it is not a perfect m odel”, (em­
phasis m ine JB H ) .
He quite  correctly m aintains that 
the denigrations of Stalin, Khrushchov 
and others were never satisfactory ex­
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planations for m arxists. I will not 
deny th a t th is m ay possibly have some 
relevance to Czechoslovakia.
One m ust agree th a t on the  evidence 
available lim itations on  freedom  of 
expression and o ther errors are p re ­
sent in the Soviet U nion bu t here 
too let us have no b lanket denuncia­
tions.
After all is it no t the  same USSR 
th a t is p roviding such life-saving as­
sistance to socialism in  Vietnam ; that 
is an indispensable bulw ark for the 
developm ent of the  na tional lib e ra ­
tion  m ovem ents th roughou t the world?
T h e  colossal assistance of all kinds 
given by the USSR to socialist coun­
tries and progressive movements, espe­
cially in  developing countries, on the 
in itiative  of th e  CPSU is of the same 
n a tu re  and  stems from the same source 
as the  action of the USSR in Czecho­
slovakia.
Despite great expansion of dem o­
cracy in  the  USSR (see P. Clancy’s 
article “Discussion” No. 1 1968) , weak­
nesses still exist.
However, to  assume th a t from these 
weaknesses stems a violation of “estab­
lished m arxist p rincip les” in Czecho­
slovakia is no m ore justified  than  to 
assume th a t th e  trem endously p ro ­
gressive ro le in  o th er areas stems from 
these same weaknesses.
T h e  so-called violation of m arxist 
principles never took place. T h e  ac­
tion in  Czechoslovakia resulted, no t 
because of th e  weaknesses in Soviet 
democracy b u t for ano ther reason a l­
together — th e  th rea t to  socialism in 
th a t country. For reasons of the h ig h ­
est m arxist principle!
T ed  Bacon says th a t: “T h e  m ain 
crim e of the Czechoslovak Party has, 
in the  eyes of Soviet leaders, been 
their de term ination  to take the bold 
step of abolishing the restrictions on 
democracy w hich has caused alarm ing
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slowdown of progress and widespread 
discontent among the Czech and Slo­
vak peoples and in their Party”.
W hy w ould the Soviet want to p re ­
vent the raising of the ra te  of p ro ­
gress in Czechoslovakia?
T h e  oft stated case is (and I repeat 
it once again from the latest Moscow 
X eu ’s to hand, No. 40) “T h e  danger 
presented by the in ternal and foreign 
reaction, which was p reparing  a coun 
ter-revolutionary coup in Czechoslo­
vakia w'ith the idea of wresting the 
country  from the camp of socialism".
T ed  Bacon and others can refuse 
to accept this if they so desire, bu t in 
so doing they are not reb u ttin g  the 
Soviet case bu t one of th e ir own 
choosing.
T h e  W arsaw five agreed in  their 
first letter to Czechoslovakia in  July 
th a t there  were forces in th a t country
— listed them  — capable of handling  
the dangerous situation , b u t the  n e ­
cessary lead was not being given.
It was when th e  danger h ad  b e ­
come “dem onstrably very grave in ­
deed” th a t they acted to defend soci­
alism in Czechoslovakia and thus in 
the Socialist' Com m onw ealth of which 
Czechoslovakia is an integral part.
T h e  socialist world has entered  the 
epoch of the  transition  to  Communism. 
T h e  W arsaw  Pact countries, including 
Czechoslovakia (though not all as yet 
at the  same level of developm ent) will 
a tta in  to Com munism  in the same h is­
torical epoch.
T h ey  are leaving beh ind  the  period 
of th e  dictatorship  of the  p ro letaria t 
though no t entirely  as yet.
Old form ulas regarding self-deter­
m ination  no longer have full applica­
tion. T his is the period to ever g reat­
er in tegration , not draw ing away.
T h e  ever closer integration  of the 
socialist countries economically, cu l­
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turally  and in defence will lead to the 
abolition of national boundaries. This, 
of course, will be a process of develop­
m ent over a period.
National differences will persist for 
a lengthy period b u t defence of the 
system to allow of this developm ent 
is an imm ediate m atter.
T h is drawing together of nations 
has been the over-riding princip le  in 
the right of nations to self-determ ina­
tion since Marx.
No Com munist would advocate the 
w ithdraw al of a socialist country from 
the  Socialist Com monwealth. No Com ­
m unist would perm it the  forcible 
removal of a socialist country from 
th a t Socialist Com m onw ealth.
T h e  Soviet U nion and the  o ther 
four socialist countries have acted in 
accordance w ith the “established 
m arxist princip le” of self-determ ina­
tion.
J .  B .  H e n d e r s o n
EQUALITY — NATIONS 
AND PARTIES
IT  IS NOW  widely accepted th a t the 
occupation of Czechoslovakia, which 
was a heavy blow to socialist influence 
in  the world, violated the  established 
principles of relations betw een social­
ist nations and betw een Com m unist 
Parties. T ed Bacon’s article on  Self 
D etermination  dealt w ith  the  m arxist- 
leninist principle of relations between 
socialist nations and only briefly 
touched upon the  principles govern­
ing relations between com m unist p a r ­
ties. T h e  1957 and 1960 m eetings of 
the world com m unist m ovem ent, tak ­
ing in to  account violations of the 
rights of parties du rin g  the Stalin 
period, spelt these out. T h e  81 Parties 
m eeting declared unequivocally:
“All the m arxist-leninist parties are 
independent and have equal rights; 
they shape their policies according
to the specific conditions in their 
respective countries and in  keeping 
with m arxist-leninist principles, and 
support each o ther."
In order to overcome the serious 
political and economic weaknesses in ­
herited  from the Novotny regim e, the 
Dubcek leadership set ou t to renovate 
the economy. T hey also introduced 
simple and direct dem ocratic measures 
and took steps designed to give to 
"socialism the hum an face ap p ro p ri­
ate to it," to use the significant and 
expressive phrase of Mr. Dubcek. T he 
efforts of the new governm ent were in 
sharp contrast to the bureaucratic  and 
repressive m ethods of the  Novotny 
Governm ent and quickly won strong 
support am ong the people.
T h e  CPSU and the parties from 
other socialist countries showed grow­
ing concern at the dem ocratic m ethods 
and developm ent in Czechoslovakia. 
T here  is no doub t th a t these dem o­
cratic m ethods and m easures went be­
yond the dem ocratic practice in other 
socialist countries, especially in the 
field of freedom of the  press and 
ideas, and abolition of censorship. 
T here  is also no doub t th a t those 
measures were taken advantage of 
by anti-socialist forces, who became 
more active. T h e  Czechoslovak Com ­
m unist Party was well aware of this, 
as a perusal of their docum ents will 
show. T hey were proceeding systema­
tically w ithin the law and the  agreed 
democratic procedure — there  could 
be no re tu rn  to the  repressions and 
violations of law th a t took place d u r ­
ing the Novotny regim e — to deal 
with anti socialist activity.
T h e  Czechoslovaks m ain ta ined  that 
in their conditions and w ith their t ra ­
ditions dem ocratic freedoms should 
be extended and dem ocratic proces­
ses should perm eate the whole of the 
organisational structure  and m ethods 
of party  and governm ent leadership; 
but their far-reaching proposals were 
not acceptable to the o th er Parties.
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T h e  statem ents and activities of a n ti­
socialist forces in  Czechoslovakia were 
seized upo n  by the press in some of 
the o ther socialist countries and m ag­
nified ou t of all p roportion  to the 
reality and  increasing pressure was 
exerted on the  Czechoslovak Party to 
m odify its dem ocratic program .
E xplain ing the  reasons for the m ili­
tary occupation of Czechoslovakia 
Pravda, August 28, wrote th a t it was 
necessary because of “the  th rea t to 
the socialist system and the  constitu ­
tionally  established statehood in  Cze­
choslovakia from  counter-revolutionary 
forces th a t have entered  in to  compact 
w ith external forces inim ical to soci­
alism .”
As socialists we are no t indifferent 
to the  fate of socialism in  Czecho­
slovakia or any o ther socialist state. 
No socialist w ould stand by and watch 
Czechoslovakia to rn  from socialism by 
in te rnal and  external counter revolu­
tionaries. T h e  com m unity of socialist 
nations have a comm on defence organ­
isation, th e  W arsaw Pact, and it is 
accepted by them  th a t a th rea t to one 
would be a th rea t to all of the  socialist 
countries. T h e  Czechoslovak G overn­
m ent and Party  in  statem ent and 
practice reaffirm ed their support for 
the W arsaw  Pact.
T h e  question  arises, was there  a 
serious th rea t of counter-revolution in 
Czechoslovakia? T h e  party  with the 
fullest and m ost precise knowledge of 
the class forces and the  political s itu ­
ation in  Czechoslovakia is th e  Czecho­
slovak C om m unist Party. I t  is an o u t­
standing pa rty  w ith a m ost capable 
and responsible leadership. It had  a 
long experience of struggle against 
capitalism , it led the  fight for the 
socialist revo lu tion  in  Czechoslovakia 
to victory and  for 20 years has led the 
nation  in the  bu ild in g  of socialism.
T h e  Czechoslovak Party rejected 
the view advanced by the CPSU 
and the  o th er Parties th a t there
was a serious danger of counter-revo­
lu tion . T hey explained the measures 
they had  already taken and new steps 
they were about to take to com bat the 
anti-socialist forces and activities. They 
stressed the  im portance they attached 
to their dem ocratic Action Program  
for socialist renewal in  Czechoslovakia. 
T hey pointed  out th a t apart from the 
strong grow th of mass support for the 
party  and governm ent resulting from 
the dem ocratic measures they had  im ­
plem ented, they also had powerful 
forces in  the shape of the m ilitary, 
workers’ m ilitia  and police, th a t could 
effectively deal w ith any coun ter­
revolutionary  actions should these oc­
cur.
As we now know, the CPSU and  the 
o th er Parties chose to reject this esti­
m ation of the  Czechoslovak Party. 
T hey  proclaim ed instead their own 
estim ation of the situation  — th a t a 
serious th rea t of counter revolution 
existed, and despatched jn ilitary  forces 
to occupy the  country. W hen this 
was com pleted they then  dictated 
changes in the  policy of the Czecho­
slovak Party, including modifications 
of its dem ocratic program .
T h e  m ilitary  occupation of Czecho­
slovakia was in direct conflict w ith 
the  “principles of com plete equality, 
respect for territo ria l integrity , state 
independence and sovereignty and non 
in tervention  in each o th e r’s in ternal 
affairs” which the CPSU declared in 
1956 and reaffirmed as late as the  B ra­
tislava Agreem ent in 1968, as the 
foundation  for the relations between 
socialist states. It was also in violation 
of decisions of the  world comm unist 
m ovem ent on the relations between 
parties, on the  independence and equal 
rights of parties.
T h e  events in Czechoslovakia pose 
the  most serious questions for the  world 
com m unist m ovement. T h e  idea th a t 
one pa rty  or several parties acting in 
concert can place themselves above 
o th er parties, is wrong and very d a n ­
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gerous for the world com m unist move­
ment.
T h e  principle th a t each com m unist 
party  is independent and has equal 
rights, th a t each C om m unist Party 
basing itself on m arxism -leninism  de­
cides policy in its own country  is c ru ­
cial for the fu ture  of the  com m unist 
parties and the world com m unist 
movem ent.
B.J.
A M AJOR PRIN C IPLE
T ED  BACON and ERIC AARONS 
have made useful con tributions (A L R  
No.. 5, 1968) in help ing  to establish 
the lines of self-investigation forced 
on the socialist m ovem ent by the  su r­
prise invasion of socialist Czecho­
slovakia by five of her fellow socialist 
countries and W arsaw Pact allies, 
headed by the Soviet Union.
N othing—not even the  great schism 
with C hina—has created such p ro ­
found problem s for th e  world com­
m unist movement in recent years as 
this act (which was an uninvited  
invasion, no m atter how unpala tab le  
the  word may be) and the m ethodical 
interference in  Czechoslovak affairs 
which has followed, even if some 
can find consolation in the  fact that 
this interference has the justification 
of ' agreements’’ m ade under duress.
H ungary  in 1956 could be explained 
in term s of the actions of coun ter­
revolutionaries there, though  the  ex­
planation  failed to satisfy m any and 
m ore may yet be heard  abou t th a t 
operation. China was a body blow, 
bu t m arxists could and still can reason 
th a t the madness of the  Mao cult 
m ust pass with the growing-up of 
Chinese socialism, as d id  th e  Stalin 
cult in the USSR. W hatever validity 
Chinese criticisms of the  CPSU may 
have had was destroyed by the  in ­
tem perate, unsubstantial n a tu re  of the 
Chinese argum ent and the  systematic 
divergence of Chinese theory and p rac­
tice from marxism . But Czechoslova­
kia is a very different m atter. H er 
righ t to self-determ ination has clearly 
been violated and, as T ed  Bacon 
points out, this could be justified only 
if it were proved beyond doub t that 
no o ther course was open.
T o  lay the  chief stress—as some 
do—on the fact th a t the r ig h t to self- 
determ ination  is only one of the  p r in ­
ciples of socialist democracy, which 
may be overridden by greater con­
siderations, is wrong.
Self-determ ination is one of the 
main  principles, no t som ething of 
relative unim portance. L enin regard­
ed it as the  p rincip le  of democracy 
in relation to the national question, 
an essential p a rt of th e  democracy 
he considered the  key question  in 
the struggle for socialism.
Nationalism, for good or for evil, is 
very m uch a pa rt of th e  world we 
live in—a world still divided into 
hundreds of nationalities. I t  is the 
aim  of socialism to break down na­
tional antagonisms, to work consist­
ently to bu ild  in te rnational friend­
ship and understanding. Socialism en­
visages a world in which all d istinc­
tions based on national, religious, class 
and o ther such differences will be 
elim inated: the  “am algam ” of n a ­
tions of which the earlier socialists 
spoke often. B ut all experience shows 
th a t the breaking down of the  m utual 
hatreds, suspicions, jealousies, etc., 
formed during  the  centuries of n a tio n ­
al conflicts and oppressions is a slow 
and painstaking process, in  which all 
socialists—and especially those rep re ­
senting great and pow erful countries 
—have to exercise the  greatest tact and 
patience in their relations w ith those 
of o ther countries, especially those 
which (like the  Czechs and Slovaks) 
have experienced generations of op ­
pression and disregard or contem pt 
of their national characteristics.
T his was always L enin’s starting 
poin t in his argum ents w ith th e  “lefts”
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such as Rosa L uxem bourg about the 
rig h t of, e.g., Poland, F inland, even 
the  U kraine, Byelorussia and o ther 
subject nationalities to secede from 
Russia—an argum ent he  developed 
long before the  m atte r became one 
of practical politics for the  Bolsheviks 
after the  1917 Revolution. At all 
times, he  trea ted  the  righ t to self- 
de term ination  as the  principal aspect 
of the question, though  conceding 
th a t occasions m igh t arise when it 
would have to be treated  as second­
ary.
Stalin, in  theory a t least, supported  
L enin’s view, T h e  rig h t of U nion R e­
publics freely to secede from the 
USSR, as well as o th er sovereign 
rights, is still contained in  the  Soviet 
C onstitution. In  fact, all Soviet theo­
reticians have trea ted  the  rig h t to 
self-determ ination as an  essential 
pa rt of socialist internationalism . In  
one of the  m ost im portan t Soviet 
works on  in te rn atio n al law to appear 
recently (Peaceful Coexistence, P ro ­
gress Publishers, Moscow, 1968) the 
distinguished lawyer Georgi Zadoroz­
hny, Professor of In terna tional Law 
at the Soviet In stitu te  of Foreign R e ­
lations, writes (p. 305): “T h e  p r in ­
ciple of self-determ ination . . . has 
acquired cardinal im portance in  the 
present era of transition  from cap ital­
ism to socialism. . . Self-determ ination 
implies th e  inalienable rig h t of every 
nation  to a free choice of political, 
economic, social and cu ltu ra l system, 
form of governm ent and state struc­
ture; it m eans that no state may impose 
any system or form  of governm ent on 
any o th er nation , and affirms the 
right of every people to develop the 
political, economic and  social order 
it has chosen.”
We have, of course, been given a 
great m any assurances by Soviet and 
o ther w riters th a t the  situation  in 
Czechoslovakia was very grave. B ut
l he Czechoslovak leaders—highly ex­
perienced and p o p u lar Com m unists—
have steadfastly denied this and true 
friends of the  Soviet U nion could 
only wish th a t m ost of the  Soviet 
explanations (including the  booklet 
On Events in Czechoslovakia by a 
group  of Soviet journalists) had  never 
been p rin ted . Instead of the cast-iron 
proof th a t is needed, w hat we have 
been given is a series of different 
reasons for the  invasion, flagrant m is­
representations of m any occurrences 
and  writings in  Czechoslovakia, and 
some (probably accurate) accounts of 
the  p lans and dream s of coun ter­
revolutionaries inside and outside Cze­
choslovakia and of W est Germ an 
revanchists, CIA agents and others.
Even if all the  volum inous qu o ta ­
tions could be taken at th e ir face 
value, there  is no semblance of proof 
th a t counter-revolution was getting 
on top, th a t im perialist invasion was 
im m inent or th a t the  Czechoslovak 
Party, G overnm ent and arm ed forces 
were unable to cope w ith the situ a ­
tion.
Above all, it is impossible to ex­
plain  away the  fact th a t the Czecho­
slovak Party and Governm ent said 
clearly and firmly, while they could 
still speak freely, th a t the invasion 
was un inv ited  and unw arranted.
T h e  argum ent pu t forward by 
some (including, according to reports, 
Brezhnev a t the Polish Party C on­
gress this m onth) th a t once a country 
has become socialist there  can be no 
tu rn in g  back, is dubious marxism . 
C ertainly, all m arxists will agree that, 
after establishing socialism every n a ­
tion  needs to exercise great vigilance 
and firmness—including force, if ne ­
cessary—to prevent the  overthrown 
oppressing class from m aking a come­
back. But this is a vastly different 
th ing  from the  use of external force 
to p revent a nation  from changing 
d irection. T h e  role of force as a 
positive p a rt of th e  bu ild ing of soc­
ialism is lim ited  in  tim e and extent 
and is secondary to the develop­
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m ent o t the widest democracy, which is 
the  purpose of socialism and the  only 
sure basis on which it can be bu ilt 
and perm anently m aintained.
One th ing  appears certain: p r in ­
cipled exam ination of the  invasion, 
its consequences and  all the  facts su r­
rounding  it is essential if th e  world 
com m unist m ovem ent is to bu ild  a new 
unity  from the present chaos. A ttem pts 
to evade such discussions or gloss over 
the facts can lead nowhere. A m ajor 
p rincip le has, for w hatever reason, 
been violated and the  m u tu a l trust 
on which unity  depends cannot be 
re-established u n til the  invasion is 
e ither proved to be justified or h o n ­
estly atoned for.
E.W.
REVISIONISM
T H E  ROLE OF C H IEF spokesman 
of right-opportunism  and revisionism 
in the  C.P.A. is being played by Eric 
Aarons, and his ou tstand ing  effort to 
d ate  is his article Censorship and  
Socialism  (A.L.R. No.5, 1968). Aarons' 
m odus operandi is faithfully  adhered 
to in this article. U nder cover of a 
pretentiously serious and profound  
analysis of problem s and events, 
Aarons proceeds to slander the  Sov­
iet U nion and d isto rt th e  principles 
of marxism -leninism .
Com munists are o rien tated  on the 
position of irreconcilable struggle 
against im perialism  — the ferocious 
enemy of hum an progress. “Concrete 
analysis of a concrete situation", the 
chief requirem ent of m aterialist dialec­
tics, demands, today, th a t the  exam in­
ation  of any problem  of socialist ac­
tivity m ust proceed from the  need for 
unity  in the struggle against im peria l­
ism's global a ttem pt to  h a lt hum an 
progress. Close analysis of Aarons’ 
article, p u rporting  to be a p rincip led  
study of censorship and socialism, re ­
veals no recognition, let alone explicit 
m ention, th a t o u r enem y is im peria l­
ism whose aim , in which ideological 
weapons play an  im po rtan t p a rt, i« 
to destroy all th e  gains of th e  in te r­
national working class and national- 
liberation movements. R eading Aarons, 
one would im agine our m ain  enemy 
is the L'.S.S.R. Censorship, he de­
clares, is wrong in itself. T h e  class 
struggle can be forgotten. W hat com­
m unists need, especially in the  socialist 
countries, is practice (like a boxer in 
training!) in com bating hostile ideas 
and, in order to have m axim um  prac­
tice there m ust be the  m axim um  p u b ­
lication of anti-socialist ideas. We can 
ignore the 1960, 81-Parties Statem ent 
which said:— “Historical experience 
shows th a t the  survivals of capitalism  
in the m inds of people persist over a 
long period even after th e  establish­
m ent of a socialist system. T h is de­
m ands extensive work by the  party  
for the com m unist education  of the 
people and a be tte r m arxist-leninist 
train ing  of party  and governm ent 
cadres". “T h e  task”, the  Statem ent 
said, "is to work to free the  people 
from the shackles of all types and 
forms of bourgeois ideology, includ ­
ing the pernicious influence of reform ­
ism, and to dissem inate am ong the 
people progressive ideas m aking for 
social advancem ent, the ideas of de­
mocracy and freedom, the ideology of 
scientific socialism "
T his work is unnecessary, says 
Aarons, in effect. Let there  be no cen­
sorship of hostile ideas. Let the  ideo­
logues of im perialism  disorientate the 
masses with demagogy, slander, and 
lies; let them  confuse the people with 
cunning appeals to nationalism , rac­
ialism, religion. How can the  astro­
nomers prove the  earth  is ro u n d  if the 
Hat earth  theorists are no t able to 
provide the necessary com petition? Ac­
cording to Aarons’ revisionism, the 
principles of “freedom ” of expression 
and discussion stand above the in ­
terests of the revolutionary struggle 
for the em ancipation of the  working 
people. As long as we can beat the
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im perialists in open debate they will 
retire  from the scene. T h e  suppres­
sion, in a working-class state, of re ­
actionary, anti-socialist propaganda is, 
in Aarons' view, “censorship” which 
he declares to be imperm issible. Such 
is the “ u tte r disastrousness of o p por­
tunism  which . . . helplessly surrend­
ers to the  bourgeois psychology, u n cri­
tically adopts the  p o in t of view of 
bourgeois democracy, and b lunts the 
weapon of the  class struggle of the 
p ro le taria t."  (Lenin: One Step For- 
xrard, Tw o Steps Back, 1904). One of 
Lenin's oft-quoted  statem ents is: “In 
its struggle for power th e  pro letaria t 
lias no o th er weapon b u t organisa­
tion .” Aarons has revised this. His ver­
sion of the  struggle is this: Proletarian 
organisation is unnecessary. Give the 
workers ring-side seats to the great 
polem ical fight in  w hich the  “marx- 
ists” (read — “in tellectual anarchists”) 
take on all-comers and annihilate  
them!
Aarons makes the  b rillian t discovery 
th a t “ th e  view th a t ideas alone can 
cause a counter-revolution is in con­
tradiction  w ith the  m arxist concept 
of the re la tion  between life and 
ideas”. H e does not say who has ex­
pressed this view, but, by im plica­
tion, he a ttrib u tes it to the leaders 
of the  C.P.S.U. T his, of course, is quite  
dishonest because no-one in the
C.P.S.U. has advanced such a view. 
T h e  Czechoslovakian counter-revolu­
tionaries had  m ore than  “ ideas", u n ­
less in the  category of “ideas" we can 
include the  13 m achine-guns, 81 tom ­
my-guns and 150 cases of am m unition  
found in  the  Prague House of Jo u r­
nalists, o r the  statem ent by the fascist 
Brodsky at a gathering  of m embers 
of the Prague "Club-231" that "T he  
best com m unist is a dead communist, 
and if he  is alive, his legs should be 
torn  off."! W ho. then , is guilty of a 
"contradiction w ith the  m arxist con­
cept of th e  re la tion  between life and 
ideas”? It is not the  unknown p ro ­
tagonist of the  non-existent view that
“ideas alone can cause a counter­
revolution"; it is the known person 
who signs his nam e to the opportunist 
p ra ttle  th a t ideas alone can win and 
defend  a revolution!
Every communist reader of the 
A .L .R . should carefully analyse this 
article  by Eric Aarons, every p a ra ­
graph of which reeks w ith right- 
opportunism  and revisionism.
E. Aarons is no t am ong those who 
express failure to understand the 
resolute measures taken by the  allied 
socialist countries in Czechoslovakia. 
H e understands everything. T here  
was, Aarons declares, no counter­
revolution, no im perialist subversion, 
no direct interference by the  C.I.A. 
and the  agencies of West Germany, 
no t even an ideological offensive by 
capitalism ; the  Com m unist Party  of 
Czechoslovakia had  everything under 
control because it had  won everybody's 
heart by abolishing censorship and 
bringing the joys of bourgeois “free­
dom  of the  press” to Czechoslovakia.
It was all a “m onum ental b lu n d er” 
by the  U.S.S.R., Aarons inform s us. 
Fifty years of Soviet power and  soci­
alist economic, social and cultural 
achievements, fifty years of u n re len t­
ing front-rank fighting against im p er­
ialism have produced no th ing  more 
th an  a m onum ental blunder, p lus a 
stringful of puppets in the o ther social­
ist countries who can be dragged into 
participa ting  in this blunder. T here  
are no socialist gains of the in te rn a ­
tional working class and the  com m u­
nist m ovem ent. At least no th ing  to 
get enthusiastic over. T here  are only 
"sham  ideological struggle”, “com ­
munist-official lies”, “persecution of 
w riters” , “bureaucracy", “censorship", 
“repression”, “erroneous and contrived 
theories", “dubious in terpreta tions of 
m arxism -leninism ", “m ism anagem ent", 
"lack of freedom ”, “reliance on posi­
tions of au thority", “concentration of 
pow er”, “flabby ideological atm o­
spheres (?)", “repetition  of so-called
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well-known tru th s about the  glorious 
this and the  unshakeable th a t" , "b o r­
ing form alism ”, “self-deception" and 
so on, w ithout end. And th is is not 
anti-Sovietism! T h is is “princip led  
criticism"!
A n a l y s t
1948-1968
IF HISTORY does no t repeat itself ex­
actly, it does offer such sim ilarities as 
to make one pause and wonder. 
Tw enty years ago in  Jan u ary  1948 a 
keynote speech was m ade in  Yugosla­
via by President T ito  who said in 
p a rt ‘. . . democracy of a new type 
is possible and can be ob ta in ed ’.
At the  end of M arch th a t year the 
Com m unist Party of the  Soviet U nion 
com plained to the  then  Com m unist 
Inform ation  B uieau of certain  trends 
in Yugoslavia. T hey  d id  no t com plain 
directly to Yugoslavia b u t com m enta­
tors in Pravda and o ther journals 
were m aking their po in ts clear enough 
for all who w anted to read.
T h e  Com m unist Parties of Eastern 
Europe soon supported  the  accusa­
tions of the  USSR, again w ithou t seek­
ing to know Yugoslavia’s side to the 
story. T h en  came an  exchange of 
letters, a summons to a m eeting which 
Yugoslavia refused to a tten d  on  the  
grounds th a t the m ajority  had  already- 
m ade up their m inds, and then , at 
the  end of May, Yugoslavia was ex­
pelled from the Com inform  and d ra ­
m atic  calls were m ade to Yugoslav 
comm unists to correct the  course of 
their leaders or to remove them .
T h e  analogy w ith  Czechoslovakia in 
1968 is fair enough even if events m ov­
ed faster — from  January  till May 
and no t from Jan u ary  till August — 
b u t no t so far.
In  1948 Yugoslavia was m erely ex­
com m unicated, no t invaded. T h e  ana­
logy 'holds fu rth er when one con­
siders the n a tu re  of the  accusations.
Reading the booklet On Events in 
Czechoslovakiai it is an interesting 
exercise to com pare the  charges m ade 
w ith those of the  Com inform  in  1948. 
Yugoslav leaders were accused of pay­
ing lip service to the USSR bu t sec­
retly slandering it, slandering the  Sov­
iet army by claim ing th a t officers were 
there  w ithout invitation  and were, 
therefore, qualifying Yugoslav inde­
pendence, stifling democracy in  the 
Yugoslav Party by expelling those 
comm unists who w anted to be friends 
with the USSR, subm erging the  party, 
seeking im perialist credits, iden tify ­
ing the external policies of th e  USSR 
and the USA, denying the  leading role 
of the working class. Need one con­
tinue?
T h e  proofs of these charges were 
sim ilar to the  cu rren t proofs. An u n ­
nam ed leader of the Yugoslav CP is 
quoted  as speaking of “degeneration" 
in  the  USSR. T h is was said to be 
“borrowed from the arsenal of the 
counter-revolutionary T rotsky”. Anna 
Pauker2 quoted  ano ther unidentified 
Yugoslav leader as saying th a t Yugo­
slav comm unists should n o t study the 
Short History of the CPSU (B) as a 
m ain  text since this could lead to 
‘m echanical’ transference of experi­
ences. She saw this as clear proof of 
revising theories on the  role of the 
Com m unist Party  and called th e  Short 
H istorv the  “clearest, m ost .profound, 
m ilitan t account”. In  Ju ly  1948 proof 
of the Yugoslavs’ intransigence was 
seen in the size of their CP. I t  was 
one of the  smallest in  th e  socialist 
world, only A lban ia’s was smaller. 
Yet w ithin a few m onths in  th e  trials 
of Eastern E urope the  excuse or proof 
th a t the  C P’s of Poland, Czechoslova­
kia, H ungary, etc., were infiltrated 
w ith enemy agents was th a t they were 
too big!
In case there  are those, who, like 
the Chinese, do u b t Yugoslavia’s claim 
to be a socialist country  one m ust 
tu rn  to 1955. At this tim e th e  CPSU
29
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slated, “ We sincerely regret w hat took 
place and  decisively th ru st aside all 
th a t a ttended  th a t period  . . . (we 
have) studied  m aterials, grave accusa­
tions and  insults lodged against Yugo­
slavia . . . th e  facts show th a t these 
m aterials were fabricated by the  ene­
mies of the  people, despicable agents 
of im perialism , who deceitfully w orm ­
ed their way in to  the  ranks of our 
p a rty ” (the C PSU -M .R .).
For those who say th a t th e  USSR is 
always rig h t one m ay ask was i t  righ t 
in  1948 and w rong in  1955 or vice 
versa?
Perhaps the  m ost pertin en t com­
m ent of 1955 was contained in  the  of­
ficial speech of the  Soviet G overn­
m ent, delivered by then  Prem ier 
Khrushchov, a t Belgrade A irport. 
Speaking on behalf o f one socialist 
country to an o th er he  said.
“Following th e  teachings of the 
founder of the  Soviet State, V. I. Lenin, 
the  Governm ent of th e  Soviet Union 
builds its relations w ith o ther coun­
tries — big and  small — upon the 
principles of peaceful co-existence of 
states, up o n  th e  princip les of equal­
ity, non-interference and  respect for 
sovereignty and  national independ­
ence, upon  th e  p rincip le  of n o n ­
aggression and  recognition of the  in- 
adm issability of some states encroach­
ing upo n  th e  te rrito ria l integrity  of 
o thers.”
W as the  Soviet U nion rig h t in 1955 
and w rong in  1968 or vice versa?
L ittle  w onder th a t it is the Yugo­
slav com m unist leader Edw ard Kardelj 
who has w ritten  so thoughtfu lly  on 
the  topic of socialism and war. His 
book3 w ritten  originally  in  reply to 
Chinese a ttitu d es has a pertin en t m es­
sage in  today’s situation . H ere there 
is room  for only one po in t: “Both the 
Russian and  th e  Yugoslavian revo lu­
tions took place in  countries which 
were relatively backward economically, 
in  countries o f reactionary  d icta to r­
ships, where every appearance of d e ­
m ocratic ideas h a d  been stifled. T he 
au tom atic transfer of the experience 
and  forms of those revolutions — 
even were we to presum e them  to be 
w ithou t faults, which is no t th e  case
— to any m ore developed country with 
a relatively firmly established dem o­
cratic trad ition , m igh t result in  a 
com plete isolation of the  revolutionary 
forces from the people.
“In  brief, socialism is no t spread by 
sim ple repetition  or extension of 
forms already achieved, b u t by the 
constant b ir th  and perfection of new 
forms, which influence the  old ones, 
enrich ing  them  and  in  this way stim ul­
ating  them  to the  fu rth er advance­
m en t of socialism. A n yth in g  that h in d ­
ers this process, anyth ing which is 
throw n into the process as an alien 
body — here m eaning above all any 
form  o f political or ideological m ono­
poly or dom ination  — constitutes a 
brake, a tem porary disturbance, the  
reflection o f difficulties and deform a­
tions in  overcoming of the contradic­
tions o f the internal m ovem ents of 
socialist society, and for this reason 
needs to be subm itted  to the criticism  
of practice, which is possible only 
under conditions o f the free develop­
m ent of the socialist relationships in  
every country separately.
"A nd here  is why we Yugoslavs, in 
the  nam e of socialism and as revo lu­
tionaries, are against the  im posing of 
socialism or any particu lar socialist 
forms e ither by war or by any form of 
force o r pressure from  w ithout.” Such 
a book is worthy of reading or re ­
reading.
I t  is sim ply my assessment that 
as w ith Yugoslavia the Soviet U nion 
will have to m ake a re-appraisal of 
the  events of Czechoslovakia. Let us 
hope it does no t take u n til 1975. It 
is sim ply my speculation th a t in 
the  short ru n  the  policies of K hrush­
chov, good (of which there  were 
m any) along w ith the  bad are all
so
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in danger of repudiation . T h is would 
square the  circle and  m ake 1948 right, 
1955 wrong and 1968 rig h t b u t then  
who wants a squared circle, especially 
one that, to come ou t righ t, would 
requ ire  the rehab ilita tion  of a Stalin 
and a Beria and a renewal of the 
guilt of countless innocents?
Czechoslovakia, like Yugoslavia, is 
not just raising ‘national ind ep en d ­
ence’ to the n th  degree b u t the 
very n a tu re  of socialism.
M a v is  R o b e r t s o n
1 On Events in Czechoslovakia—Press 
group of Soviet Journalists, Moscow, 
1968.
2 Anna Pauker, R um anian  com m unist 
leader, later rem oved from  posi­
tions of au thority  because of her 
connections w ith Stalinist persecu­
tions.
3 Socialism and W ar — a survey of 
the Chinese Criticism  of th e  Policy 
of Co-existence. Edw ard Kardelj, 
M ethuen and Co., 1961.
BASIC CAUSES
TED  BACON, in  his article  “ On Self- 
de term ination” (ALR No. 5) repeated  
the  still neglected questions asked by 
T oglia tti in his last letter, p rin ted  
bo th  in  Italy and Moscow Pravda 
m ore th an  ten  years ago: W hy have 
such bad tendencies persisted w ith the 
good ones w ithin socialist society in 
the USSR? He asked again in  the 
words of Togliatti: . . the problem  
of the  origin of th e  Stalin personality 
cult has not been solved u p  till now 
and . . .  no explanation  has been 
furnished as to how it became possible 
at all.”
“ Denigration of Stalin, Beria, M olo­
tov or Khrushchov were never satis­
factory ‘explanations' for m arxists,” 
Bacon, points out “ bu t most believed 
or hoped th a t the  m istakes of th e  past 
would never recur, th a t th e ir causes
had been or were being elim inated." 
T h is persistence of w hat m ay be te rm ­
ed “Stalinism ” led to  the failure to 
appreciate and then  respect the  rights 
of the Czechs and led to a recurrence 
of w hat has beer: term ed “G reat R us­
sian chauvinism ” in re la tion  to smaller 
nations.
A pa tte rn  th a t became as firmly 
woven into the  processes of Soviet 
life as the Stalin “ im patience” and 
"lack of respect for the individual" 
will not disappear autom atically  with 
S talin’s death, no r by try ing  to wish 
away the facts and  consequences. One 
of the real values of Bacon’s article 
is its call for m arxists to get to the 
root causes of past wrongs and begin 
to provide real remedies, instead of 
trying to ignore and forget the  past. 
It is not surprising  th a t doubts arise 
about all aspects of the  Czechoslovaks’ 
problem s w ith in  A ustralian unions, 
bu t it is surprising th a t the special 
viewpoints of the  Czech unions firmly 
backed by leaders of the  W orld Fed­
eration  of T rad e  Unions d o n ’t a ttract 
m ore interest and response from Aus­
tralian  unionists.
T h e  needs of socialist m an  in  Cze­
choslovakia today and the  prom ise of 
the  fu ture  arising from a new techno­
logical base and really hum ane indus­
tria l relationships, in  which m an  has 
tru ly  m astered technology, ij a pecu­
liarly trade-union concept discussed 
for some years, now, by Czech w ork­
ers, their unions and the  leading un ion 
journal Czech Trade Unions. T his 
debate and the  understand ing  achiev­
ed by Czech unions and unionists a p ­
pears to have had no paralle l in any 
o ther socialist o r capitalist country.
W hilst the  confusion am ong the 
“ Left” in the  A ustralian unions is 
understandable, there 's no sim ple set 
of words th a t can rectify it. I t  is of 
little  use po in ting  to th e  "political 
narrowness” of A ustralian unions, to 
their containm ent by th e  C om m on­
w ealth Bureaucracy thrQugh ad h er­
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ence to th e  com pulsory a rb itra tio n  sys­
tem and absolute regu lation  and a u th ­
o rita rian  control of every phase of 
union activity. It is of little  use m ere­
ly po in ting  to the  way in  which ’’L eft” 
union ideas, resolutions, decisions and 
program s have been channelled into 
the  A lbert M onkian consensus and 
containm ent. For “L eft” unionists in 
Australia to understand  why and  how 
the Czech unions have been struggling, 
it becomes necessary to move to an 
understand ing  of the  way in  which 
A ustralian unions, left, rig h t and 
centre, have allowed themselves to b e ­
come so in tegrated  w ith the needs of 
A ustralia’s national and in ternational 
m onopolies and m ade so completely 
another arm  of the  bureaucracy — this 
powerful, all pervasive Com monwealth 
Bureaucracy.
T o  achieve th a t necessary u n d e r­
standing of th e  Czech struggle, Aus­
tra lian  unions on th e  “L eft” need to 
come to an understand ing  of the 
"dem ocratic and personal freedom s” 
they need and m ust fight for if they 
too are to m eet the challenges of the 
scientific and technological revolution 
successfully. T hese are the  sim ilar 
"dem ocratic and  personal freedom s” 
T oglia tti condem ned Stalin and the 
CPSU for destroying and no t renovat­
ing and restoring  after Stalin’s death. 
And it is of no  use “L eft” unionists 
backing away from  this frank exam in­
a tion  of errors and deform ations in 
Soviet society (as well as its great 
achievem ents a t the  same time.)
T h e  revolutionary  conformism of 
o th er Parties w ith the  post-Lenin 
CPSU and the  k ind  of special legiti­
macy w hich th a t Party  conferred on 
o ther Parties and m arxists is now en d ­
ing. First i t  was Yugoslavia developed 
a k ind  of illegitimacy, th en  C hina and 
A lbania, then  C uba and then  R u m a­
nia, b u t now Czechoslovakia. T h e  
same illegitim acy of Parties in  form er 
capitalist and  present capitalist coun­
tries can be traced from Poland to 
Japan , b u t this now begins to deve­
lop, i t  seems, in  Italy, France, B ritain ,
A ustralia  and  Jap an  . . . everywhere! 
T h e  heirs of Stalin’s legitimacy are 
now denying it for whatever it has 
been worth!
Is th e  CPSU to take over even m ore 
of the  infallib ility  being shed by the 
Popes? O r are the  USSR and the 
CPSU to take their righ tfu l places as 
the first and leading socialist state 
which has, because of peculiar difficul­
ties, had  certain  kinds of failures 
which its heirs have been re luc tan t to 
exam ine fullv?
Some of the  broadsheets w ith ex­
tracts from Gus H all, CP USA, now 
being circulated to unions give a small 
pa rt of what Am erican m arxists are 
saving. One Party newspaper has a l­
ready m oved rig h t away from the 
stand taken by Gus H all, and his stand 
has little  support am ong US unions, 
intellectuals and students.
But as im portan t as those questions 
m ay be. the  Czechs have projected 
every socialist's views in to  the  fu tu re
— w hat measures and forms of dem o­
cracy and freedom m ust people have 
to secure some of the prom ise of the 
scientific and technological revolution 
in capitalist countries and all of that 
prom ise in socialist countries. W ithou t 
p rojecting  it too far, those questions 
carefully pursued should bring  us 
nearer to "an understand ing  of the 
“heresies” of C hina and Cuba — is 
it possible to m ake the  new socialist 
m an before or partly  before bu ild ing 
the m ateria l basis of th a t new socialist 
man?
Freeing the  critical ability and in ­
telligence of Australians — unionists, 
m arxists, intellectuals — from socialist 
conform ity and the  “socialist con­
sensus” is as necessary as freeing them 
from the im perialist consensus. T he 
struggle by the Czechs m ust assist 
this process, and this is p a rt of our 
p a th  to greater democracy, freedom 
and living standards and a world at 
peace.
C o l a n t i
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John CIVILIAN 
Playford MILITARISTS
The author discusses the expansion of strategic studies in 
Australian universities, the cold war concepts on which the 
studies are based and the dangers inherent in these develop­
ments.
O ur problem  lias been that wc expect the voice ot teno i 
to be fren/ied . and that ol madness irrational. It is quite 
the contrary in a world where genial, m iddleaged C»eneral> 
consult with precise social scientists about the param eters 
of the death equation , and the problem  ol its m axim ization.1
IX AMERICA, the 11011-military advisers to the Delense Depart­
ment, such as Herman Kahn, Thom as C. Schelling. Henry A. 
Kissinger and Albert Wohlstetter,. have been aptly termed crack­
pot realists" by C. W right Mills and ‘T  he New Civilian M ilitar­
ists-' by Irving Louis Horowitz. Although not officially connected 
to any branch of the armed services, they have assumed the pre­
dominant influence in many areas ol strategic policy. 1 hey have 
completely overwhelmed the military profession, in both quali­
tative and quantitative terms, in their contribution to the litera­
ture of strategic studies. They increasingly dominate the field 
of education and instruction in the subject. Indeed, with the 
exception of restricted fields ot professional knowledge, the aca­
demic and quasi-academic centres of strategic studies have displaced 
the staff colleges and war colleges. Despite the grumbles of the 
generals, the civilian militarists have created a more flexible and 
more potent war machine than anything that could have been 
imagined by the old service-club approach of the career men in 
the armed services.
T he new civilian militarists like to see themselves as presiding 
over the birth of a new academic science. In recent years, however, 
the validity of their methods, their utility to society and their 
integrity of purpose have all been called into question. 1 heir 
morality needs scrutinising according to some critics, while others 
argue that it is the scientific adequacy of their claims. In The War 
Game (1963), Horowitz indicted those men
trained  in  the strategy and tactics of m ilitary terrorism  who, under the  protection 
of university and governm ent agencies claim and proclaim  their neutrality
1 C. W right Mills, cited in David Horowitz, h o rn  Yalta In I'ietnam : Ameru.an  
Foreign Policy in the Cold War (Harm ondsw orth: Penguin Books, 1967) 
p.349.
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w ith respect to social and political values. . . T hey replace problem s of 
principles w ith  m atters of strategy. T hey prefer th ink ing  about the  un th inkab le  
at the  costs of any exam ination of w hat is possible and preferable. T hey inhab it 
a world of n igh tm arish  intellectual ‘play’ w hile rid iculing  the  ‘ossification’ of 
American m ilitary  posture. T hey seem to prefer ‘advisory’ positions and leave 
to politicians th e  actual tasks of acting o u t th e ir recom m endations (how else 
can they claim  to be ‘value n e u tra l’ w ith respect to scientific canons). In  brief, 
they are ‘m ilita ry ' m inds w ith ‘civilian’ status.
Others extend the terms of the indictm ent beyond either the com­
plete absence of morality or moral obscurantism. Philip Green, 
whose writings constitute the most formidable critique of “the new 
intellectual im perialism” of the civilian militarists, argues that they 
are to be condemned for being pseudo-scientific in their methods. 
They rely on a method of “scientific” analysis and a logic of 
“ra tional” action that obscures discussion of basic issues, rather than 
confronting the primarily political and moral questions of the 
nuclear age. T he specialist techniques they employ, such as game 
theory and systems analysis, are bogus when used to arrive at 
strategic decisions and merely give an air of expertise to positions 
arrived at in an arbitrary and subjective manner. These partisan 
strategic analysts confuse propagandist-salesmanship with science 
and their pseudo-science is a disservice to the scholarly community. 
In Deadly Logic <1966), Green argued that their work has
noth ing  to do  w ith ‘science’. T o  use in ap p ro p ria te  techniques th a t perm it 
analysis to consist w’holly of the  m anipu lation  of one’s own prejudices; to rest 
one's theorizing on an assum ption th a t alreadv contains in  it th e  conclusions 
th a t one wishes to reach—this is exactly the  opposite of w hat genuine scientists 
in any field actually do.
They assume, he went on, that questions of policy are beyond 
debate, thereby simply not discussing the crucial propositions that 
one makes about world conflict. In other words, they engage in 
“the vice of the depoliticalization of the political: the attem pt to 
fit essentially political questions into the strait jacket of so-called 
scientific analysis.”2
2 For critiques of the  new civilian m ilitarists, see Anatol R apoport, Fights, 
Games and Debates (Ann Arbor: University of M ichigan Press, 1960); R obert 
Paul Wolff, " T h e  Gam e of W ar,” The N ew  R epublic , 20 Feb. 1961, pp.9-13; 
P. M. S. Blackett, Studies o f War: Nuclear and Conventional (London: Oliver & 
Boyd, 1962), ch .10; Jam es R. Newman, T h e  R u le  of Folly (London: Allen & 
Unwin, 1962), p p .15-30; R obert Paul Wolff, “Reflection on Game T heory  and 
the N ature  of V alue”, Ethics, April 1962, p p .171-179; W alter Goldstein and 
S. M. M iller, “ T h e  Probabilities of Accidental W ar,” New  L e ft Review , May- 
Ju n e  1962, pp.21-33; Irving Louiz Horowitz, T h e  War Game: Studies o f the  
New  Civilian M ilitarists (N.Y.: B allantine Books, 1963); P h illip  Green, 
“Academic G am esm anship and the Realities of W ar”, Dissent, A utum n 1963, 
pp.392-395; W alter Goldstein and S. M. M iller, “ H erm an Kahn: Ideologist of 
M ilitary Strategy”, Dissent, W in ter 1963, pp.75-85; W alter Goldstein, “Tow ard 
a Strategy for Peace” N ew  University T h o u g h t, Dec. 1963-Jan. 1964, pp.30-45; 
R ichard  M erbaum , “ RAND: Technocrats and  Pow er”, N ew  University T hough t, 
Dec. 1963-Jan. 1964, pp.45-57; W alter Goldstein, "T heories of T herm o-N uclear 
D eterrence”, in  R alph  M iliband and Jo h n  Saville (eds.), T h e  Socialist Register
34
AUSTRALIAN I .E IT  REVIEW December, 1968
T he institutionalized study of strategic problems in academic and 
quasi-academic centres outside the defence establishment is of course 
most developed in the United States.3 In Britain, the best-known 
research centre is T he Institute for Strategic Studies, but the scale 
of its work cannot be compared with the semi-official American 
research organisations such as the RAND Corporation or the Insti­
tute of Defense Analyses.4 Academic interest in strategic problems 
is underdeveloped in Australia where until recently the Australian 
Institute of International Affairs (AIIA) stood virtually alone. 
Academics have always played a crucial role in the activities of 
the AIIA, although the organisation is not officially attached to 
any university. T he present Federal President is Professor Norm an 
Harper, an historian at M elbourne University and a former Chair­
man of the Research Committee, who was succeeded in the latter 
post by Professor B. D. Beddie, a political scientist at the Australian 
National University. T he former Federal President was Professor 
Gordon Greenwood, an historian at the University of Queensland. 
Sir Alan W att, the full-time Director of the AIIA, and a former 
Secretary of the Departm ent of External Affairs, works from an 
office in the Departm ent of International Relations at the ANU, 
whose head is Professor J. D. B. Miller, editor of A ustralian Outlook 
which is published quarterly by the AIIA.
1964 (London: M erlin Press, 1964), pp.211-226; Anatol R apoport, Strategy 
and Conscience, (N.Y.: H arper 8c Row, 1964); Anatol R apoport, “C ritique of 
Strategic T h in k in g ”, in Roger Fisher (ed.), International Conflict and Behavioral 
Science (N.Y.: Basic Books, 1964), pp.211-237; Phillip  Green, “Social Scientists 
and N uclear Deterrence", Dissent, W in ter 1964, pp.80-91; Ph illip  Green, “ M ethod 
and Substance in  the  Arms D ebate” , W orld Politics, Ju ly  1964, pp.642-667; 
Anatol R apoport, "Chicken a la K ahn", The Virginia Quarterly R eview , Summer 
1965, pp.370-389; Irving Louis Horowitz, “ T h e  Conflict Society: W ar as a Social 
P roblem ”, in H ow ard S. Becker (ed.), Social Problems: A Social Approach  
(N.Y.: Jo h n  W iley and Sons, 1966), pp.695-749; Solly Zuckerman, Scientists 
and War (London: H am ish H am ilton , 1966), ch.5; P h illip  Green, Deadly Logic: 
T h e  Theory of N uclear Deterrence (Columbus, Ohio: Ohio State University 
Press, 1966); Sol Stern, “T h e  Defense Intellectuals”, R am parts, Feb. 1967, 
pp.31-37; Joseph E. Schwarz, “ Strategic T hought: M ethodology and  R eality”, 
in Charles A. McCoy and  Jo h n  Playford (eds.), A political Politics: A Critique  
of Behavioralism  (N.Y.: T hom as Y. Crowell, 1967), pp.55-74; Ph illip  Green, 
“ Science, G overnm ent and the  Case of R A N D ”, W orld Politics, Jan . 1968, 
pp.301-326.
T h e  new civilian m ilitarists have been defended locally by Hedley Bull, 
Professor of In terna tional R elations a t the ANU since 1966 and form er Director 
of the  Arms C ontrol and D isarm am ent Research U n it in the  British Foreign 
Office, in “Strategic Studies and Its Critics”, W orld Politics Ju ly  1968. For 
a c ritique of Bull’s position, see Max T eichm ann, “Strategy, Science and M orals”, 
Pacific, Nov.-Dee. 1967.
3 Gene M. Lyons and Louis M orton, Schools for Strategy: E ducation and 
Research in N ational Security A ffairs (N.Y.: Frederick A. Praeger, 1965.)
4 T h e  work of T h e  In s titu te  for Strategic Studies is described in  Laurence 
W. M artin, “T h e  M arket for Strategic Ideas in  B rita in”, T h e  Am erican Political 
Science Review, M arch 1962, pp.23-41. See also Lyons and M orton, op.cit., 
pp.9, 281-285.
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In recent years there has been a substantial expansion of the 
activities of the AIIA. A grant of US S75,000 from the Ford Founda­
tion in 1962, conditional on the appointm ent of a full-time Director, 
enabled a three-year research project on Australia’s relations with 
South-east Asia to be undertaken. T o  cover additional costs and 
make provision for the expansion of work after the Ford grant 
was exhausted, the AIIA launched a public appeal in 1964 for 
S200,000. T he appeal was launched by the Minister for External 
Affairs and the Federal Government also helped by making contri­
butions tax-deductible. A useful sum was collected, but the target 
figure was not achieved. As it turned out, the Ford Foundation 
again came to the rescue in March 1968 with a further grant of US 
SI00,000 lor a second third-year project on Australia’s relations with 
South-east Asia.5
Another grant from the Ford Foundation, the size of which was 
undisclosed, enabled the ANU to establish in 1963 the Defence 
Studies Project within the Departm ent of Political Science. The 
grant came through the AIIA, and from 1963 to 1966 the Project 
was led by Professor A. L. Burns. In September 1964 it conducted 
a seminar of military personnel, public servants and academics who 
considered the conditions of dispersal of nuclear weapons about 
the Indian  and Pacific Oceans and the conditions under which 
Australia might become an owner or a host. T he authors of the 
three papers presented at the Conference openly declared their 
assumption that no m atter what m ilitary or economic inadequacies 
were revealed in China at the time of writing, sooner or later she 
must become strong and therefore a threat to surrounding nations 
and to Australia.6
T he gradual awakening ol academic interest in strategic studies 
in Australia led one of its leading proponents, Dr. T. B. M illar ol 
the Departm ent of International Relations at the ANU, to look 
optimistically into the future when he addressed the annual con­
ference of the Australian Regional Groups of the Royal Institute 
of Public Administration in November 1965 on the need for 
developing institutionalized study of strategic problems:
We have lived for so long in our political backwater that we came to believe 
that strategy was som ething that concerned o u r allies bu t not us. And out 
(■overnment, which appeared  to have discovered the  secret of perpetual rule, 
aided bv a bureaucracy which did not especially want its com fortable seclusion 
invaded, convinced us for a long tim e that defence was a subject which could 
safely be left to the experts inside the high stone walls along St. Kilda Road. 
Perhaps Russell H ill lias caught the winds of change. Perhaps such few
5 T h e  Herald, -1 Sept. 1964; The Age, 16 Oct. 1964; The Herald, 3 Oct. 
1966: T h e  Australian, 9 A pril, 1968.
6 A. I.. Burns. N ina H eathcote and P. King. Xuclear Dispersal in Asia 
anil the Indo-Pucifie Region  (Canberra: A ustralian Institu te  of In ternational 
Affairs and T h e  A ustralian N ational University, 1965.)
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academics as arc seriously interested in defence are believed to be a ra th e r more 
po ten tia lh  respectable bunch these days. Perhaps the Yict Cong and I)r. 
Sukarno have aroused us all to an awareness of the dangers around us and the 
need of an inform ed public  opinion to help produce or accept the  necessary 
measures to meet them . W hatever the  reason, it does seem that a better 
relationship  is developing between all those in the com m unity who are concerned 
about defence m atters.7
T he gap between Russell Hill and Acton rapidly closed in the 
second half of 1966 with the establishment of the Strategic and 
Defence Studies Centre at the AXU,8 which incorporated the 
facilities of the Defence Studies Project. Its gestation period, how­
ever, did not proceed quite as smoothly as its initiators had anti­
cipated. Ill the Australian Financial Review  (3 Aug. 1966), Max­
imilian W alsh reported that there was a strong division of opinion 
at the AXU on the proposal to set up the Centre. A meeting of the 
heads of departments attached to the Research School ol Pacific 
Studies discussed the scheme, but the opposition was so strong 
that its proponents avoided putting any recommendation to the 
vote. T he chief objection recorded was the high content of classi­
fied information likely to be contained in papers em anating trom 
projects sponsored by the Centre. T he dependence ol Centre 
personnel on access to classified material would result, it was leii, 
in an impingement on the academic independence oi the Centre, 
since its start would have to be cleared with both the Department 
ol Defence and the Australian Security Intelligence Organisation. 
The critics also argued that the source of the Centre’s iunds could 
link its work too closely to the general aims ol US loreign policy. 
Nevertheless, one of the leading proponents ol the Centre, Sir John 
Crawford, the then Director of the Research School ot Pacific Studies 
and subsequently Vice-Chancellor of the AXU, told Walsh that he 
intended to press ahead with the proposal. He also strongly denied 
the allegation that the Ford Foundation had offered to finance the 
Centre. Subsequently, Tribune  (24 Aug. 1966) reported that two 
representatives from the Ford Foundation had arrived at the AXU 
just before the meeting of departm ental heads in the Research 
School of Pacific Studies. A subsequent item in the Australian 
Financial Review  (19 Aug. 1966) stated that some opposition to 
the Centre had been elim inated by the decision that its research 
projects would not be classified, but other critics feared that classi­
fication would probably be introduced at a later stage.
These fears were far from groundless. In the previous year, 
M illar had drawn attention to the use that the US Administration 
made of non-government defence and strategic experts from the 
universities and organizations such as the RAX’D Corporation,
7 T . B. M illar, "T h e  C on tribu tion  of Acadcmit Personnel and Research 
Institu tions to Defence", P ublic A dm inistra tion  (Sydney) , March 1900, pp.27-2H.
8 T. B. Millar, "Defence in the U niversities” , The B ulletin , 1 Oct. 1900, p.29.
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before suggesting that the aid of academics should be enlisted in 
Australia.9 Reviewing the book, Malcolm Fraser, M HR, who be­
came M inister for the Army shortly afterwards, pointed out that 
M illar had not mentioned that the academics who participated 
in the American research projects underwent a security classification 
which involved certain restraints and vows of silence on those 
involved.
Fraser then posed the question: “W ould Australian academics 
and defence publicists be prepared to undergo similar restraints?”. 
10 Indeed, M illar himself had raised the problem during his 
address to the Royal Institute of Public Adm inistration in Novem­
ber 1965:
T here  are certainly security problem s in associating academics and research 
in stitu tions in  activities involving classified inform ation , bu t they are not 
insoluble. Each ind iv idual m ust be security cleared, and proper precautions 
taken over docum ents or m aterials or processes. Only those in itiates who do 
no t wish to share th e  sanctum  believe th a t i t  is impossible to do so w ithout 
rending the  veil.l 1
Despite the opposition of a num ber of senior ANU academics, 
the Centre was speedily established. N ot unexpectedly, M illar was 
appointed to the position of Executive Officer, the “climax” — to 
quote the Australian Financial Review  — of “a meteoric rise in 
the academic sphere” since he joined the ANU as a Research 
Fellow in In ternational Relations in June 1962. In August 1964 
he was appointed Fellow and promoted to the position of Senior 
Fellow in July 1966. In  1968 he moved up another rung in the 
academic ladder to the position of Professional Fellow. G raduating 
from the Royal M ilitary College at D untroon in 1944, M illar 
served as an infantry officer in the AIF at Morotai and later with 
BCOF in Japan. After the war he resigned from the Army and took 
his B.A. degree from the University of W estern Australia. Moving 
to M elbourne as a teacher at H untingtow er School, conducted by 
the Christian Science Church, to which he belongs, M illar worked 
part time towards his M.A. at M elbourne University which he 
completed in 1958. T he thesis topic was the “History of the Defence 
Forces of the Port Phillip District and Colony of Victoria 1836- 
1900”. He then proceeded to the University of London, where he 
gained his Ph.D. in 1960. Before transferring to the ANU in 1962, 
he lectured in  m ilitary history at Duntroon.
M illar holds strong public political views, going well beyond 
those civilian militarists who merely call for increased defence
5 T . B. M illar, Australia's Defence (M elbourne: M elbourne University Press,
1965), p.4.
10 Australian Journal of Politics and H istory, Dec. 1965, p.403.
' I M illar, “ T h e  C ontribu tion  of Academic Personnel and Research Institu tions 
to Defence,” p.30.
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expenditure and the im portance of m aintaining the American 
alliance. At the first university “teach-in” on Vietnam at the ANU 
in 1965, he supported Australian intervention, along with Peter 
Samuel and Tom  Hughes, Liberal M HR. A report of his speech 
in The Australian (24 July 1965) indicated that he believed the 
situation in South Vietnam was like the two Australian Communist 
Parties amalgamating under the leadership of the “Chinese” group 
and, with encouragement and assistance from the Communist gov­
ernments of New Zealand and Indonesia, beginning in Queensland 
“a campaign of terror, or murder, coercion and persuasion aimed at 
taking over the nation by force.” Moreover, he pointed out, the 
insurrection broke out while “Sir James Cairns” was Prime M in­
ister. M illar’s principal argument in favour of Australian in ter­
vention was that “we are committed to the defence of South Viet­
nam  by the Seato treaty.” Unless we assist the U nited States in 
Vietnam, we cannot expect them to help us when we are in trouble. 
In any event, he concluded in a vain attem pt to silence the critics, 
“T he Government has access to far more inform ation than we have.” 
It is interesting to note that M illar has not spoken at any subsequent 
“teach-ins” on Vietnam, and has refused an invitation to participate 
in one at Monash, but he still strongly supports Australian inter­
vention.
M illar is especially critical of those Australians who are opposed 
to Australia’s intervention in South Vietnam. In  Australian Neigh­
bours (July-Aug. 1965), published by the AIIA, he made the follow­
ing comment on Australian defence and foreign policy:
I feel m any of the  criticism s to  be m isguided, and feel th a t a large p roportion  
of the  critics w ould change th e ir a ttitudes if they were obliged to forsake 
the luxury  of opposition for th e  responsibilities of form ulating  and im plem enting 
governm ent policy. M uch of the  criticism  appears to  be based on the  theory 
th a t we should trust and cultivate (or bribe?) po tential enem ies while d istrusting  
and refusing to assist o r support acknowledged friends.
Non-Communist critics, he continued, “tend to equate communism 
with all that is natural, inevitable, progressive, wholesome and 
democratic.” T he United States “stands in the way of the Chinese 
expansion.” T he Indians “have become much more appreciative 
of the value of friends in the West since their experience of a 
Chinese invasion.”
On this last point, it would be interesting to hear M illar’s views 
on the writings of Dr. Alastair Lamb, not to mention a statement 
by General Maxwell Taylor in testimony before the US Congress 
in which he adm itted that India started the Sino-Indian border 
war of 1962 by militarily “edging forward in the disputed area.” 
(UPI, 18 April 1963).
Another theme frequently stressed by M illar is that the “Viet 
Cong” are simply “terrorists". In an ABC broadcast several years
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ago which was later included in  a booklet entitled Ferment in Asia 
(edited by Professor Norman H a rp e r), M illar summed up the 
"Viet Cong” as a ‘‘powerful internal terrorist army” :
N orth  Viet Nam seeks to  extend its Com m unist system over the  south and 
in to  Laos and perhaps Cambodia. Only the U nited States, massive and alien, 
stands in  the way. T h e  Americans seek to contain Chinese hegemony; to lim it 
H anoi's control to N orth  Viet Nam; to prove th a t the  Com m unist m odel of 
subversion and revolutionary warfare is no t inevitable and invariably successful, 
even w ith an adjo in ing  Com m unist state; to m ain tain  the rig h t of small 
nations to exist.
U nited States’ measures to assist economic, social and political 
developments in South Vietnam, M illar wrote in The Bulletin (6 
March 1965), “have largely failed for a single basic reason: the 
systematic campaign of m urder and sabotage by the Vietcong 
designed to deny the aid to the South Vietnamese people.” Were 
the U.S. to withdraw from South Vietnam, he continued, “the 
whole of its carefully-fostered and genuinely deserved reputation in 
Asia as a bulwark against Communism and a support against 
poverty would be irreparably damaged.”
“Chinese expansionism” was the basic assumption of M illar’s 
paper on “A ustralia’s Defence Needs” which appeared in Australia’s 
Defence and Foreign Policy (1964), edited by John Wilkes:
1 hat the  Chinese People’s R epublic, w ith its standing arm y of some three 
m illion m en, has supported  and will support subversion, revolution, and even 
overt invasion th roughout South-East Asia in an a ttem pt to  ensure th a t the 
region is controlled by comm unist governm ents sym pathetic or preferably 
subord inate  to C hina; and that if C hina were to gain control of the  m ainland, 
A ustralia w ould be in  a very difficult position. T hus in  help ing to defend 
South Vietnam , T h ailan d  and Malaysia, A ustralia  contributes directly to its 
own defencc.
Australia, he continued, was helping to defend South Vietnam 
from “externally-backed communist subversion, infiltration, terror­
ism and aggression.” Moreover, “We need to ensure that our ser­
vicemen are ideologically armed — not ‘indoctrinated’, but aware 
of the great benefits of the democratic way of life, and the Christian 
values which are the basis of our society.” In this paper, and in his 
other writings, he argued both that “we must prepare now to meet 
the future th rea t”, and that China is at present both unable and 
unwilling to invade Australia.
In  fact, in his m ajor work to date — Australia’s Defence (1965) 
— M illar is even more contradictory, as one of his persistent critics, 
Max Teichm ann, pointed out in Arena, Summer 1966, and also in 
■a paper on “Non-Alignment — A Policy for Australia” in Aspects 
of Australia’s Defence (1966). On the one hand, M illar referred 
to the “expanding imperialism of the Chinese People’s R epublic” 
(p.31); on the other hand, we were told that not only does China 
not have the means to launch an invasion of Australia but that
•10
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“it would seem unlikely, at this stage, that the Chinese Government 
has any desire to do such a thing.’’ (p.59)
These quotations should be sufficient to make clear the intensity 
with which M illar holds Cold W ar assumptions, and also his tenden­
cy to denigrate opponents on the grounds of naivete or worse. Not 
surprisingly, then, we note an item in News-Weekly (12 Oct. 1966) 
announcing that forthcoming speakers before the Canberra Branch 
of the Defend Australia Committee, the leading pro-Vietnam 
lobby group in the country, would be Senator F. P. McManus of 
the DLP, Mr. Malcolm Fraser, the Minister for the Army, and Dr. 
T . B. Millar.
M illar’s Cold W ar assumptions are not shared by all non-Com- 
munist specialists. T hus we find two young Australian social sci­
entists writing as follows:
T h e  fact th a t C hina has given aid  and  comfort to her allies in  neighbouring  
countries, th a t she has taken strong measures to subjugate an area jurid ically  
regarded as p a rt of C hina, and th a t she has m ade a brief foray in to  Ind ia  
(over a border dispute as genuine as such disputes can ever be, and probably 
under provocation) should not deceive us in to  th in k in g  th a t Com m unist 
C hina has perform ed any acts com parable to the in te rnational aggressions of the  
1930's and 1940’s. 12
Even more interesting are two evaluations of China in 1966 by 
Alastair Buchan, Director of the Institute for Strategic Studies in 
London, and by Roderick MacFarquhar, editor of The China 
Quarterly, published by the Congress for Cultural Freedom. 
Buchan described C hina’s objectives as follows:
It is very easy to p u t together the  stream  of abusive editorials in  the Peking  
Daily w ith the  facts of C h ina’s population , her nuclear weapons program m e— 
and her agricultural poverty, to create a n ightm are prospect of an over-populated 
and vindictive great n a tion  expanding in  every direcion, and provoking the 
first nuclear war in th e  process. I t  seems to me there  is little  justification, 
certainly in Mao's statem ents, for this view . . . C ertainly C hina w ould like to 
re^pver her influence over areas like V ietnam  and Laos, as to some extent 
she has done over Cam bodia, and this leads her to be an  active supporter 
of indigenous revolutionary  m ovements. But she has never p rom oted any 
in te rnal ‘wars of liberation ', only encouraged them  where they develop 
naturally . I can see no evidence th a t she wishes for a satellite em pire in Asia, 
while there  are clear signs th a  she is becoming increasingly absorbed in  her 
own domestic and political problem s.
12 A nthony C lunies Ross and  Peter King, Australia and N uclear Weapons 
(Sydney: Sydney University Press, 1966), pp.56-57. M illar’s m ost recent work, 
Australia's Foreign Policy (Sydney: Angus & R obertson 1968), continues to 
argue th a t China is a m ilita ry  th rea t to Australia a lthough  not an  im m ediate 
one, and th a t the  th rea t m ust be m et m ainly by m ilitary  measures. ‘‘In  fifty 
years tim e (Australia) could be a G reat Power — or a g ranary  tr ib u ta ry  of an 
Asian em pire.'' For a critical review of the  book by a fellow firm  believer in 
the  desirability of continuing A ustralian-A m erican alliance, see M ilton Osborne 
in T h e  Age, 14 Sept. 1968.
AU STRALIAN LEFT  REVIEW December, 1968
T here were “no signs that she is losing her innate caution, or that 
she wishes to rule Asia by force.'’ Consequently:
If this view of Chinese policy is correct, there  is no case for creating an 
in tegrated  m ilitary  coalition of he r pow erful neighbours and the  external 
powers to ‘con tain ’ her physically as the  Soviet U nion had to  be ‘con tained’ 
in W estern and South-eastern Europe in the  1950’s.
Successive US Secretaries of State from Dean Acheson to Dean Rusk, 
he concluded, have wrongly described China as an aggressive power 
which must be physically confined by direct military confronta­
tion.13
M acFarquhar noted that “there is little evidence to suggest that 
the Chinese are interested in actively trying to initiate or master­
m ind subversion abroad.” Moreover, “Mao does not think in terms 
of the aggressive use of force, even in the absence of countervailing 
American poiver, except in the case of the ‘restoration area’, and 
not necessarily even there.” Fear of Chinese expansionism, Mac­
Farquhar concluded, is “mistaken.”14
Let us now examine some of the activities of the Strategic and 
Defence Studies Centre, whose Advisory Committee comprises Pro­
fessors Sir John Crawford, H. W. Arndt, B. D. Beddie, Hedley 
Bull, A. L. Burns J. D. B. Miller, P. H. Partridge and W. E. H. 
Stanner of the ANU, the ubiquitous Sir Alan W att and of course 
Dr. T . B. Millar. In  September 1967, the Centre held its first major 
conference, a seminar on B ritain’s withdrawal from Asia, whose 
proceedings were edited by M illar and published under the title 
Britain’s Withdrawal from Asia■ Its Implications fdr Australia. 
T he Conference was private and attended by academics, public 
servants, parliamentarians, diplomats, and a selected group from 
the Press. Papers were presented by M illar himself, Professors J. D.
B. Miller, A. L. Burns and W. E. H. Stanner, Mr. Geoffrey Fair- 
bairn of the ANU, Dr. D. E. Kennedy of the University of Mel­
bourne, Dr. H. G. Gelber of Monash University, and three journal­
ists, Mr. Denis W arner (The Herald), Mr. Creighton Burns (The  
A g e) , and Mr. Peter Robinson (The Australian Financial R ev iew ). 
T he published proceedings of the conference came out just before 
Britain definitely announced that it would be withdrawing east of 
Suez in the near future. Peter Samuel’s review in The Bulletin  
(13 Jan. 1968) was headed “Non-Policies from a Roomful of 
Tories”. T he book, he began, was “an account of how our foreign 
affairs establishment protects itself against ideas.” Some of the 
papers were “outstandingly frivolous”, and he specifically cited
H. G. G elber’s suggesting th a t the  British are no t really disengaging, J. D. B. 
Miller's gentilities on the need to consider foreign policies o ther th an  All-the-
13 A lastair Buchan, "A n Asian Balance of Power?” Australian Journal of 
Politics and H istory, Aug. 1966, pp.274-275.
14 R oderick M acFarquhar, Chinese A m bitions and British Policy (London: 
Fabian T rac t 367, 1966), pp.8, 11.
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way-with-LBJ (concluding w ith ‘T hey may not com fort us, bu t they do make 
us th in k ’) and D. E. K ennedy’s parade of well-worn points about SEATO which 
evoked, in discussion, the  priceless conclusion that an alliance ‘less specifically 
opposed to Com m unism  m ight appear desirable, bu t against whom would 
it be directed?'
M illar’s mistake, Samuel concluded, was in not inviting along to 
his seminar people “who m ight have shaken his conservatives a 
little in their rut. A Santamaria, a Knopfelmacher, a Cooksey, a 
Colin Clark, or a Teichm ann or two were desperately needed.” 
For the record, it should be made public that Max Teichm ann 
was not invited, despite the fact that he had argued that B ritain’s 
withdrawal from Southeast Asia was inevitable in a paper at the 
1965 conference of the Australasian Political Studies Association 
and in an article entitled “Protecting Ourselves” in the Spring 1966 
issue of Dissent.
Seminars are also held regularly at the Centre and speakers from 
outside the ANU have included Douglas Pike, author of Viet Cong, 
G. Jockel of the Departm ent of External Affairs, Air Marshal E. 
Reyno of the Royal Canadian A ir Force, Group Captain D. B. 
Nichols, Director of Legal Services in the RAAF, and Professor 
Lincoln P. Bloomfield, a former senior State D epartm ent official 
now at the Centre for International Studies at the Massachusetts 
Institute of Technology, which was financed until recently by the
C.I.A.
One revealing aspect of the Centre's work is their current interest 
in the techniques of counterinsurgency warfare. They have already 
held one seminar on the subject and there will be another in  the 
near future. T here are no indications to date that they intend to 
emulate such large-scale exercises in “counter-insurgent prophy­
laxis” as Project Camelot, sponsored a few years ago by the US 
Army under the aegis of the American University and eventually 
cancelled by former Defence Secretary Robert McNamara follow­
ing widespread criticism in Latin America.15 T he old formula 
for counterinsurgency used to be ten soldiers for every guerrilla. 
Now the formula appears to be ten social scientists for every guer­
rilla. Counterinsurgency projects implicitly identify revolution and 
radical social change with social pathology, and order and stability 
with social health. T h eir general purpose is to reduce the likeli­
15 See Irving Louis Horowitz (ed.), T h e  Rise and Fall of Project Camelot 
(Cambridge, Mass.: M IT  Press, 1967); M arshall W indm iller, “T h e  New American 
M andarins” and K athleen Gough, “W orld Revolution and  the  Science of M an", 
in T heodore Roszak (ed.), T h e  Dissenting Academy  (N.Y.: Pantheon Books 
1967).
For a plea by a m em ber of the  Defense D epartm ent in W ashington for more 
social science research to back up  US m ilitary  involvem ent in the T h ird  W orld, 
see T hom as H. Tackaberry, "Social Science Research, Aid to C ounterinsurgency”, 
T h e  American Journal o f Economics and Sociology, Jan . 1968, p p .1-8.
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hood of social disturbances or revolutions in  the T h ird  World. 
T he possibility that all or some revolutions may be justified or 
desirable is not considered, nor is any interest shown in how to 
assist Left insurgency movements in dealing with dictatorial govern­
ments of the Right. Implicit in the concept of “counter-insurgency” 
is an assumption that revolutionary movements are dangerous to 
the interests of “the free world” and that the US and its close allies 
must be prepared to assist counterrevolutionary measures to repress 
these movements. Professor Edgar S. Furniss, Director of the 
Mershon Social Science Program in N ational Security at Ohio State 
University, has warned that counterinsurgency theorizing, like 
deterrence theorizing, is “equally poisonous for social science study 
and research.”16 And Conor Cruise O ’Brien has argued convincingly 
that many social and political scientists accept, although they do not 
proclaim, the principle of “counterrevolutionary subordination.” 
One can assume the continued prom otion by the U nited States and 
its satellites of counterrevolution in the underdeveloped countries, 
and in this kind of situation the real danger to academic integrity 
comes from “counterrevolutionary subordination.” ’7
It is undeniable that some scholarly research is being undertaken 
at the Centre, but the world’s problems are defined in terms 
extremely close to what the Left feels to be the perception of world 
problems held by the Australian Government.
Relations between the Centre and the defence departments are 
cordial. Although no formal links exist, the Centre has effective 
access to government and they certainly hope to influence govern­
ment policy. A peace institution on the other hand, not only would 
be denied these informal links but it would be neither as influential 
nor as well-financed. Some of the projects already undertaken at 
the Centre are sober and serious pieces of research, but they are 
wholly within the framework of the Cold W ar perspective. The 
American counterparts of the Centre and the quasi-academic insti­
tutes like the RAND Corporation are unquestionably oriented 
towards the general perspectives, if not always the concrete policies, 
of the American foreign policy elite. They hold the same im portant 
assumptions as the official U nited States position, and these basic 
assumptions are not put to any kind of test. In the case of RAND, 
although its research workers have been intellectually independent 
to the extent of strenuously questioning their employer’s policies, 
they have not been “independent” to the extent of questioning
1 * In troduction  to Green, Deadly Logic, p.ix.
17 Conor Cruise O 'Brien, “ Politics and the  M orality of Scholarship”, in  Max 
Black (ed.), T h e  M orality of Scholarship (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 
1967), p .71. I t  is believed that the Strategic and Defence Studies C entre at 
the ANU has recently begun a substantive study of nuclear weapons for 
A ustralia.
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either the nature of the jobs they are performing or their basic 
values. As Max Teichm ann wrote in the Spring 1967 issue of 
Dissent when discussing social science institutes or projects in 
receipt of CIA or US m ilitary finance:
Such an institu te  need no t produce loaded or contam inated  research—but 
it will be influenced by a d istorted  order of research priorities. Some avenues 
of research and some hypotheses would almost certainly be excluded, for fear 
of producing unpala tab le  conclusions or unacceptable prescriptions. T hus 
how m any US foundations would go on financing a M ilitary In stitu te  which 
started  producing studies showing the  desirabiliy of u n ila tera l nuclear d isarm a­
m ent. or armed neu tra lity , o r the  dangers of stationing US bases on its soils, 
or historical analysis showing th a t America was m ainly responsible for m ain ­
tain ing  the Cold W ar, or dem onstrations that the US was conducting subversion 
of o ther countries by the use of the CIA and its innum erab le  fronts? Yet 
research bodies in  these fields which dodge such enquiries . . . are, intellectually 
speaking not worth a cracker.
Where does the Centre obtain its funds? W hen it was being 
established Sir John  Crawford had adamantly denied rum ours of 
financial assistance from the Ford Foundation, but today the ANU 
publicly acknowledges that the funds are coming from this source. 
T he Ford Foundation in  fact has been the most active foundation 
in the broad field of international relations, including grants to 
establish and m aintain the Institute for Strategic Studies in London. 
Professor Hans J. M orgenthau of the University of Chicago has 
commented on
the enormous positive and negative influence which foundations exert upon 
the «K:“Cts, results, and m ethods of research. T hey rew ard certain  types of 
research by supporting  them  and stim ulate more research of the  same type 
by prom ising to support it. On the  o ther hand, they thw art or m ake impossible 
o ther types of research by not supporting  them . T h e  political scientist 
who wants to share in these rewards and, by doing so, gain prestige and power 
w ithin the profession cannot help  being influenced by these positive and 
negative expectations in his concept of the social t ru th  of the  m ethods by 
which to seek it, and  of the  relevant results to be expected from it.) 8
T he assumptions of the Cold W ar are accepted by the Ford Found­
ation. Thus it favours projects in which all questions are sub­
merged to the national interest. W riting in The Village Voice (6 
July 1967), two young New Left social scientists, T odd G itlin and 
Bob Ross, noted that the consequences of a grant from the CIA, the 
State Department or the Ford Foundation, were identical — “ to 
expedite America’s foreign penetrations, and to render them  legiti­
mate; to decorate the gendarmerie of the world with ribbons of 
rationality and liberalism.” Looking at the claim that the Congress 
for Cultural Freedom’s newly-found ties with the Ford Foundation
i s  H ans J. M orgenthau, "T h e  Purpose of Political Science”, in Jam es C. 
C harlesw orth (ed.), A Design for Political Science: Scope, Objectives, and 
M ethods (Philadelphia: Am erican Academy of Political and  Social Science,
1966), pp.70-71.
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indicated that it was no longer a Cold W ar instrum ent, 1. F. Stone’s 
Weekly (3 April 1967) commented:
Frankly, we d o n ’t th in k  th e  shift from CIA to  Ford  makes m uch difference. 
T h e  Ford  Foundation , w ith  McGeorge B undy a t its head, like the  Rockefeller 
Foundation, w hich Dean Rusk long ran , are p a rt of th e  same pom pous 
American establishm ent. . . These stuffed sh irt in stitu tions are no  m ore likely 
to finance independent and critical w riting  on  Am erican policy in  V ietnam  
or L atin  Am erica th an  w ould the CIA.
And Conor Cruise O ’Brien has m aintained that the way in which 
international political studies are today supported and organized 
in America involves m anipulation:
M any of these studies, bo th  respectable and o ther, are financed either by some 
branch of the U nited  States governm ent o r by some foundation  whose policies 
are the same as those of th e  U nited  States governm ent, from which it  may 
even acquire its highest personnel. W hen we find th a t m any of these studies 
also d isto rt reality , in  a sense favorable to US policy and reassuring to  US 
opinion, it is ap p aren t th a t here  the m orality  of scholarship has been 
exposed to tem ptation  and in  some cases has succum bed w ith enthusiasm .19
T he role of civilian militarists in Australia will certainly become 
more im portant in the next few years. Already The Australian (8 
May 1968) has editorialised on the urgent need for a “think tank”, 
along the lines of the RAND Corporation, to modernise Australian 
m ilitary organisation and strategic thinking. It was immediately 
joined by Professor Hedley Bull who told a defence forum at the 
University of M elbourne that the rigid division between public 
servants and armed forces personnel on the one hand and academics, 
parliam entarians and journalists on the other, impoverished think­
ing about defence matters on both sides. He added that the Aus­
tralian defence machine needed to be subjected to the sort of 
“intellectually rigorous political, strategic and economic analysis” 
that transformed the American war machine under former Secretary 
of Defence Robert M cNamara — a transform ation in which the 
key role was performed by the RAND Corporation, (The Austra­
lian, 8 May 1968).
T here has been a clear connection between the “disinterested” 
scientist and America’s arsenal of exotic weaponry, between the 
“dispassionate” anthropologist and the dom ination of primitive 
peoples, between the “objective” sociologist and the m anipulation 
of power elites in under-developed countries, and between the 
academic centre of strategic studies and counterinsurgency warfare. 
As Irving Louis Horowitz noted when he entered a plea for moving 
beyond the findings of the civilian militarists, such a step would 
he to move into “a clearer and cleaner use of social and political 
science.”20
19 O 'Brien, op.cit., p.70.
20 Horowitz, T h e  W ar Game, p.28. 
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Max LOOKING AT 
Ogden THE UNIONS
A leader of the Young Socialists raises a point of view about 
the unions and discusses the need for greater efforts to 
secure wider participation by unionists in policy making 
and activity.
T H E  AGE OF “AFFLUENCE ”, technological change and the 
computer, have caught up and passed the Australian trade union 
movement. T he problem now is whether the unions will be 
rejuvenated sufficiently to play a leading role in society or 
whether they will fall even further behind.
I believe that this question is absolutely urgent and that unless 
the answer is found within the next few years, it will be too late. 
Interesting figures as to the present tendencies are as follows: 
between 1961 and 1965 the proportion of unionists amongst wage 
and salary earners decreased from 51 per cent to 50 per cent in 
Victoria. In New South Wales the 10-year period 1954-64 saw a 
decline from 61 per cent to 56 per cent (NSW and Victorian 
Year Books): This is despite the fact that the overall work force 
from the intellectually trained to the unskilled is growing as a 
percentage of the population. T he 1967 Victorian Year Book 
shows that of those occupied in the work force, including employers 
to employees, the employees have grown from 81.3 per cent in 
1954 to 82.6 per cent in 1961, and we can confidently say that this 
process would have quickened since 1961. Other figures show that 
many of the blue collar unions are declining in  membership, while 
white collar unions are growing. These figures seem to indicate 
that the white collar unions are not attracting people quickly 
enough to offset the losses in the blue collar unions, and that as 
more young people now move into white collar fields it is probably 
they who are not joining. On the other hand more and more 
migrants are filling the unskilled and semi-skilled jobs so maybe 
it is they who are not being attracted.
Unions are today seldom regarded as a dynamic force and are 
often thought to be losing relevance in society. T o  some, they 
appear to have become “integrated” and to be almost part and 
parcel of the Establishment. None of these views is entirely correct,
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although each contains partial truths. In  a society which has 
increasingly complex problems, there is objectively a greater role 
for unions than ever, as is being displayed in  isolated instances. On 
the economic front one only has to recall the massive metal trades 
struggles earlier this year to see tha t such actions are far from 
redundant. No,, it is not the specific objective conditions so much 
(many of which are probably here to stay), as the need to rethink 
the role of unions and associations w ithin the revolutionary frame­
work.
In  recent years there has been a spate of marxist rethinking on a 
host of questions such as democracy, alienation, transitional pro­
grams, perspectives within socialism, class motivations and so on. 
Not very much has filtered through to the union movement yet, 
although it is gathering pace. W hat is required now is to start 
transferring some of this new thinking into concrete reality, and 
here surely is where the unions start to reveal their potential. We 
have a unique situation. Over 50 per cent of working people are 
in a union or professional association—one of the highest m ember­
ship rates in  the capitalist world. We have one m ajor centre 
uniting blue collar unionists and a fast growing unity of and with 
the increasingly im portant white collar and technical unions. T o 
top it all the Australian Council of T rade Unions gives lip service 
at least to the eventual establishment of some kind of socialism. 
If that is not an im portant base on which to build, we’ll never 
have one.
W hat is needed is ramified union organisation, firmly under the 
control of the rank and file and involved with almost every facet 
of a unionist’s life. Such things as cultural activities, clubs, child­
ren’s organisations, housing co-operatives, educational institutions, 
medical centres, etc., run  by the membership, would begin to give 
meaning to participatory democracy. A big barrier is that many 
union leaderships have become so obsessed with constant wage cases 
that little time is given to anything else. In  fact the skilful moves 
of the ruling class have trapped us into these interm inable antics, 
in a very conscious attem pt to enmesh the unions in Establish­
ment processes.
T o  some extent unions have developed an acquisitive mentality 
because of their concentration on economic demands. This has led 
to higher incomes and material standards, but has not consciously 
assisted in improving moral judgments, cultural appreciation, 
political understanding and a more fully developed person. In 
fact the result is quite the contrary.
Perhaps we should get down to some concrete examples to see 
what can be done. Shop committees and local branches should 
be the springboard, as illustrated by a couple of examples from
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the Preston tramway workshop. Several years ago a seminar on 
Indonesia was held at different lunch time meetings, with four 
speakers, ranging from Catholic to Communist. T he attendances 
were good, showing this w’as an effective way of moving outside 
ordinary union affairs. In another innovation, for the first ACTU 
Youth Week the shop committee organised a function in the 
Preston Town Hall with the full support of the council. This 
has become an expanding and permanent feature of youth week, 
reaching out to secondary students, church youth clubs and sport­
ing organisations. Now the idea of a whole week of youth activity 
in Preston is being put forward. Some time ago the committee 
had a lunch time meeting to hear about the forthcoming fortieth 
anniversary of Preston. This led to the establishment of the Preston 
Historical Society, which is now a thriving organisation.
Shop committees in fact should become the focal point for most 
activity within work places and factories. This would mean 
supplanting the employer-sponsored social clubs which are often 
used as a sop. There is no reason why shop committees should 
not be able to run socials, sporting events, cultural activities, etc., 
a whole lot better. In the cultural field, for example, ACTU Youth 
Week factory gate folk concerts have proved a w'inner, like poetry 
reading during the last Adelaide Arts Festival. Why should these 
not become regular features of workshop life, instead of being 
presented just once a year? If sufficient support is engendered, 
surely it becomes possible lor unions to consider sponsoring tours 
and concerts by international artists, Pete Seeger for example, and 
even developing their own theatres. The same kind of program 
can be envisaged for local branches, which should be able to take 
part in local affairs and activities in a big way.
Turning to bigger projects requiring overall leadership, we 
already have the Butchers’ Union Trade Union Clinic in Foots- 
cfay, which is winning itself a reputation with its research into 
industrial accidents and safety measures. Why should there not 
be a network of such clinics throughout the country? T hen  there 
is the new Teachers’ Federation building and club in Sydney— 
an object lesson in the kind of atmosphere and facilities which 
must attract greater interest from members. T he overall approach 
embodied in the Youth Week concept has proved useful, the 
weakness being its once a year format which does not follow up 
activities. The development of “FOCO" in Brisbane is perhaps 
the most shining example that young people can be won to some 
kind of allegiance with the unions, given the right approach. T o 
prove the point, as a result of “FOCO” 5,000 young people turned 
up to the opening function of this year’s Youth Week.
In the field of education, the unions could consider the estab­
lishment of cheap coaching classes to assist members’ children
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doing M atric and Leaving. At present, this avenue is left wide 
open for profitmaking concerns and surely a young person so 
assisted would be impressed by the unions’ concern for his educa­
tion. Ideas presented by G. W. Ford in The Australian Trade Unions 
are very useful, especially the suggestion that unions have to emulate 
the employer and go into secondary schools to sell unionism, so 
that those starting work will have some understanding of its value. 
We should certainly take up his idea for a union-produced 
handbook on trade unions for use in schools.
It would also be worthwhile for unions io consider granting 
scholarships, especially for research into matters of concern to 
them. As a further move to develop student-worker cooperation, 
consideration could be given to a liaison committee between un i­
versity SRC’s or Labor Clubs and Trades and Labor Councils or 
groups of unions. This would be of m utual benefit during big 
campaigns.
Children’s activity also deserves attention. Some unions have 
dance groups, picnics and pages in their journals, but perhaps 
we could develop union-sponsored kindergartens or nurseries. 
This would also present a good opportunity to bring housewives 
into activity. A further project could be cheap holiday camps 
for members’ children.
T o  do these things, far more streamlined organisation is neces­
sary and less involvement with the m undane tasks. In this regard 
the AEU is setting the pace with its complete re-organisation and 
use of computers to reduce the time-consuming administrative 
work, the whole object being to free local branches, organisers 
and members precisely for extending the union’s activity and in 
such a way as to involve the rank and file more than ever. Already 
one branch is planning to establish its own local centre for 
activities and recreation, and another has begun to look into local 
problems of social services and public facilities with the object 
of initiating campaigns. T he AEU experiences will need to be 
followed closely, as with its job organisation and branches it 
could become an example of what the whole movement can do.
This type of involvement in every facet of life does not mean 
that we turn  from campaigning to simply emulating the govern­
ment and the boss in providing services. Quite the contrary, 
because this must be seen as revolutionary strategy and not simply 
popularisation of unionism. It is precisely under a socialist society 
that unions will provide schools, universities, hospitals, holiday 
camps, theatres, etc. etc., so we will in fact be building in embryo 
form the people’s organisations which will eventually control such 
things.
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T he very concept of workers’ control becomes more relevant 
surely when unionists see their potential, while involved with a 
network of union undertakings. In fact within such a movement 
the alternative power structures can grow, on which we will build 
the new society.
We must constantly keep in front of us the demand for rank 
and file control of all campaigns and projects. This becomes 
a concrete example of socialist democracy in contrast to our lack 
of participation and control of capitalist institutions. Democracy 
must be at the very centre of our thinking on the modernisation 
of unions. T he rightwing concept of modernisation is the employ­
ment of experts and leaders to take over and handle everything, 
and no doubt this is a serious trap into which we could fall 
inadvertently. Because of the complex problems confronting the 
unions, we would need the advice of experts, but not control. Some 
well-meaning people have suggested that unions should invest their 
money, as a way to modernise. This would be entirely wrong, as 
they are immediately turned into their opposites with vested in ter­
ests in preventing conflict. Money should be spent in those fields 
where it will provide a useful service for members: theatres, clubs, 
colleges, etc., and no doubt such ventures would also prove profit­
able.
Close involvement with im portant social undertakings and pro­
blems would lead to a deeper understanding and a better capacity 
for m ilitant action around such things as social service, education, 
housing and so on. T he Living Standards Conferences held in 
both Sydney and M elbourne turried into abortive attempts to 
broaden horizons. No doubt rightwing bureaucracy and lack of 
clear-sighted approach on the part of the left contributed to the 
poor follow up  from these excellent beginnings. Nevertheless 
another factor was that they were a flash in the pan. If factory 
and branch organisations had been deeply involved in  the wide 
range of issues discussed, vigorous action would probably have 
developed and this would have been more difficult to bottle up 
afterwards. W ith the accepted practice of wide involvement will 
no doubt come a more ready acceptance of political action, which 
will obviously be necessary in many issues. In such circumstances 
the issue of peace will surely be regarded more as an ordinary 
part of activity than at the moment.
During the course of this development the vexing problem of 
which social group is the main force for change will probably 
be solved. A movement with a dynamic approach and challenging 
ideas can attract as allies students, academics and other progres­
sives. Based on purely material concepts it may be said that the 
industrial working class is redundant as a revolutionary force. 
However this perhaps ignores the im portant role of ideas, which
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can be introduced into the movement, and this has been seriously 
lacking of recent times. It may be a little easier to introduce 
socialist consciousness to the better educated white collar workers, 
especially as the technological revolution^ develops. Nevertheless 
such consciousness does not appear spontaneously and will need 
to be tackled differently among different sections of the working 
people. T he im portant thing is that a union movement with a 
socialist consciousness oriented towards all working people, students, 
academics, housewives, pensioners end children, and not just to a 
particular section, will surely be capable of social change.
Finally, I agree with G. W. Ford in the essay mentioned earlier 
when he says that modernisation is absolutely urgent. W hat is 
required is a new revolutionary strategy for the trade unions, and 
we need to start developing it immediately. No doubt there are 
many well informed academics who would be pleased to assist if 
approached, and this would be a good start. We need to start 
posing new challenging ideas and framing programs for next 
year’s ACTU Congress, and winning support from the rank and 
file to back them up. We have the job of breaking the ACTU 
obsession with arbitration and wage cases which are making the 
unions simply an appendage of the courts. We need to break 
through leftwing bureaucracy and conservatism which seriously 
retards a lot of work, and thus give full rein to initiative. T he 
development of rank and file activity with far-sighted leadership 
and assistance should be able to discredit and weaken the rightwing. 
T he possibility then opens up of building a union movement with 
revolutionary potential. I can only stress again that the task is 
urgent and must start N O W !
Contributions and comments from readers are welcome, 
and should be sent to Australian Left Review, Box A247, 
Sydney South Post Office 2000.
To meet printing schedules, articles are normally required 
one m onth before date of issue— the first day of every 
second month.
Contributions for the discussion pages should hot exceed
1,000 words.—Ed.
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Rupert RACISM AND 
Lockwood MILITARISM
A well known communist publicist and labor historian 
traces the connection between conscription and the White 
A ustralia Policy.
FROM T H E POST-W ATERLO O era lo the 1955 Menzies Govern­
ment intervention in Malaya, a series of conflicts and agreements 
on Australia’s military responsibilities colored relations with Brit­
ain. The main value in assessing past Australian resistance and 
acceptance in imperial military arrangements is to underscore the 
changes and the dissimilarities faced by anti-war and anti-conscrip 
lion campaigners of the Vietnam era, who must operate under a 
Government bound lo American rather than to British strategy, 
to Asian rather than to European and Middle East expeditionary 
force commitments. And the field of action is an Australia where 
monopoly corporations have by this developed vain and vaulting 
Asian ambitions of their own, which require that a great and 
powerful friend should hold the umbrella.
While recognising change and dissimilarity it is im portant to 
keep in mind that the same weapon is available today to those 
wh.o would raise conscript armies for foreign adventures as was 
employed more than a century ago by the initiators of Australia’s 
role as a colonial war base: the W hite Australia Policy. T he W hite 
Australia Policy, once underwritten by the British Navy, has a 
new meaning in the age of Asian liberation. T he m etropolitan 
countries of imperialism and their “metropolitan extensions” like 
Australia and New Zealand were all beyond the reach of retaliatory 
action by peoples invaded, bombarded, ravaged and Vobbed. W hite 
Australia can no longer be sure of this exemption, or of freedom 
from a revived Japanese threat, now that Asia is on the road to 
full independence, France has been expelled, Britain has to retreat 
west of Suez and American imperial fortunes in the Pacific and 
Indian Ocean are fast waning.
The Australian m etropolitan extension of Britain did not easily 
develop its resistance movements in the last century. So many of 
the original land-takers and officials came from military and naval 
families or jingoist middle-class and lower aristocrat groups; they 
were infected with the colonialist and white-supremacy attitudes 
of the time, and passionately loyal to the M other Country. In 
military matters the colonial states often had to be pushed toward 
greater self-reliance.
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T he overseas British settlements’ reluctance to assert national 
military dignity was indicative of the colonists’ attachment to the 
M otherland. A 1836 petition came from Canada against British 
garrisons’ withdrawal. When in 1871 the last British troops boarded 
the Oronles for home, the writers agreed it was a sad day for 
Canada. Newfoundland’s pleas to retain the puny garrison of 300 
were “piteous”; New Zealand gave up its British regiment “amid 
heartburnings”. T he Colonial Under-Secretary Knatchbull-Huges- 
sen was almost tearful over the Treasury’s rejection of Tasm ania’s 
claim for compensation in view of the loss of garrison spending 
. . .  a loss much deplored.
“We have tainted it with our convicts . . .  we have (temporarily) 
impoverished it by the withdrawal of troops,” he said. Australian 
colonies at last offered to pay for imperial troops if they would 
not be withdrawn in emergencies, as had happened in Crimean, 
Afghan, Indian and anti-Maori wars. Secretary for War, Lord 
Cardwell was in 1868 flatly refusing to leave the overseas British 
with these symbols of their dependence . . . the redcoats. T he 
last British troops sailed from Australia in 1870, and by 1873 the 
Cardwell broom had swept clean in the hands of the overseas 
British. T h e  moist eyes at Sydney quays bore no resemblance to 
the scenes as the last defeated redcoats parted company with the 
British colonists of America.
Recruitm ent in Australia for British colonial wars began with 
the convicts. Significant numbers of Australian convicts, acceptable 
both as police and soldiers by a not-very-particular M otherland, 
fought Indians, the Afghans, Chinese, Maoris and others. And in 
the 1840’s, Australia saw her initiation as an imperial place d’armes. 
N. N. Russell and Co., Sydney foundrymen, cast mortars, tried them 
out in the Sydney Domain and shipped them to New Zealand to 
ensure Maori Chief Honi Heke’s defeat in 1846. Twenty-four 
pounder guns, cast in Sydney to shell Maori pahs, and .oxen to 
haul them followed. (The first Australian Merchants of Death 
honored the traditions of their profession: Governor Gipps in 
Sydney had to display some energy to end the profitable Australian 
arms shipments to the Maori w arriors).
This M aori war was the writing on the wall for those colonists 
who thought they could rely on Britain for military protection: 
Governor Fitzroy was to send away so many troops t,o New Zealand 
that N.S.W. and Victoria and even the Fort Macquarie convict 
settlement were virtually without garrisons. Convicts, wasters, deser­
ters from whalers were used to supplement the Maori war forces. 
Thus a war for theft of Maori lands and exterm ination of the 
rightful occupiers, fought in utter dishonor, in breach of pledged 
word, ushered Australia into the world as a base for colonial
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military expeditions. By this time W hitehall had already enunci­
ated the W hite Australia Policy. Minister for Native Affairs Rich­
mond, one of the directors oi the war in N.Z., provided the idea 
for slogans: he described the way of life of the Maoris then being 
dispossessed at bayonet point as “beastly Communism.”
Sir George Grey, British Viceroy in New Zealand, said that 
there should be enlisted “on the declining Victorian goldfields a 
few thousand men to fight the Maoris and then settle on land 
confiscated from the Maoris who had taken up arms against the 
Queen.” Some 2,500 from Australia donned jackets of “fine scarlet 
cloth, tastefully trimmed with silver,” for “search and destroy” 
operations in which they burned Maori villages and killed Maoris; 
they often found that the Maoris were better soldiers than they, 
these displaced gold-diggers from Ballarat and Bendigo, these sweep­
ings of Sydney and M elbourne streets and land-stealing adventurers. 
Reward for mercenary slaughter of Maoris was 50 acres and a town 
lot lor a private, 00 acres for an Australian corporal, 80 for a 
sergeant, 200 for a subaltern and 300 for a captain. T heir com­
mander, Major-General Duncan Cameron, considered the Maori 
“a noble foeman worthy of British steel” and the colonial volunteers 
“greedy, land-hungry and pettifogging.” A few hum anitarians in 
Australia denounced the Maori wars.
T he Maori wars marked an im portant turn  in Anglo-Australian 
military relations. Australia had emerged as a supplier of manpower 
lor colonial wars, since the gold rush had greatly augmented the 
population and left a redundant pool.
B ritain’s post-Waterloo ascendancy was ending; the rise of formid­
able imperial rivals forced her to draw more on the blood and 
bone of overseas Britons.
Volunteer movements gathered new strength and meaning. 
Brewer Sir Daniel Cooper (the Coopers are still big T oo th’s 
shareholders) was generous with his money. James Burns, a founder 
of Burns Philp and Co. (Parram atta Troop, N.S.W. Lancers), who 
already had South Seas ambitions, and Richard Windeyer, who 
provided a descendant for the imperial trust, Colonial Sugar Re­
fining Co., were among the promoters of indigenous militarism. 
Sir James Fairfax (Sydney M orning Herald) headed the Patriotic 
Fund to back the 1885 Sudan expedition. Acting N.S.W. Premier 
Dailey offered the troops without being asked by Britain: 800 men 
and 244 horses sailed from Sydney, captured a donkey, burned a 
few native huts and committed wanton vandalism at Tam ai and 
elsewhere and were back home in four months without having 
been adm itted to battle by the British.
T he Sudan expedition perhaps brought the first line-up of 
imperialist v. anti-imperialist forces, and their sentiments have 
relevance today.
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David Buchanan, the radical M.L.A., said the expedition was 
‘‘scandalous in its illegality and inherent baseness.” U nder no 
circumstances should Australia send troops to fight in such wars. 
He denounced “this bloodthirsty enterprise of ours, where our 
men have gone forth to slay peoples with whom they have no 
quarrel, who have done them no harm, and who are engaged in 
a death struggle for their own rights and liberties, and against the 
bitterness of unbearable oppression.” On the other side of the 
fence the “dollars for diggers” men of Korean and Vietnam war 
periods could have located predecessors. T he M elbourne Argus 
said the despatch of Australian troops to the Sudan would win 
more British attention to “colonial wants and colonial interests.” 
. . . “For every m an we send to the Sudan,” said the Sydney 
M orning Herald, “ten may come to replace him (as migrants) and 
every pound we spend may mean ten coming here for investments.” 
And so it was when Australia sent 17,000 troops to the Boer War. 
T he Register, for the Adelaide Establishment, said that the cost 
of Australian troops in South Africa would be “repaid twofold by 
appreciation of Australian credit in the financial markets of the 
Old W orld.” Cardinal Moran, Catholic Primate, denounced “a 
raid by capitalists on a self-governing country.”
T he Echo of Sydney could not forget W hite Australia’s “Yellow 
Peril’’ preoccupation when it hailed the Sudan expedition of 
1885: “We have put on a complete m anhood . . .  In the watchful 
eYe gigantic shapes of danger loom even now upon a near horizon.” 
T h e  idea was that if Australia helped Britain in Africa, Britain 
would defend W hite Australia against “Asian hordes.” Sydney’s 
streets were gay with cheers and bunting when an Australian 
expeditionary force sailed to help Tsarist Russians, Italians, Aus- 
trians, Americans, Japanese and British suppress China’s Boxer 
Rebellion. “Yellow Peril” outpourings and imperial unity slogans 
were turned on ad nauseam. T he Australian troops in China 
“punished many villages,” blew up river junks, did police work 
and collected tickets on railways. B ritain’s General Sir Alfred 
Gaslee who commanded the Victorian and N.S.W. forces in China 
noted “how excellent a political effect has been produced by their 
appearance on so remote a stage as N orth China of these fine 
contingents from the Australian Commonwealth.
“They have been an object lesson not only to the foreigners, 
but also to our Indian subjects, of the patriotism which inspires 
all parts of the British Empire.” Australian m ilitary expeditions 
could now be brandished as a threat against all Asians.
Britain supervised every step in the building up of Australian 
federal armed forces. Major-General Bevan Edwards was brought 
to Australia in 1889; he reported that Australian armed forces
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must be organised on a federal basis, that there must be a uniform 
Defence Act, lederal military college and federal m unitions factory. 
This was, in effect, a demand lor federation, and there is no doubt 
that British War Office pressure speeded the States into a Common­
wealth. The Edwards report influenced the 1890 and 1891 federa­
tion conventions and, while the States bickered on other issues, 
they were unanimous for national defence. Rear-Admiral H ender­
son came from England to ask for an Australian Navy; the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, Lord Fisher, and Admiral Sir George 
Tryon agitated for it. However much the Labor Party may claim 
credit lor the Royal Australian Navy, defence was strictly bi-parti­
san and under British supervision. Liberal Prime M inister Alfred 
Deakin ordered the battle-cruiser Australia and the cruisers Sydney 
and Melbourne in 1909.
Labor Prime M inister Andrew Fisher was to carry out the plan 
put forward by the British war chief, Lord Kitchener, for a 
wider universal conscription, to raise what Prime M inister Gorton 
would call today “an Israeli-type army" to strike at others.
Although the Fisher Labor and Fusion Governments from 1912 
to the beginning of W orld W ar I in 1914 authorised 27,749 prose­
cutions ot young men and boys for failure to register and im­
prisoned no less than 5,732 men and boys for rejecting military 
training, the chief historian of the anti-conscription struggle, Dr. 
L. C. Jauncey had to conclude: “One of the leatures of the enact­
ment of compulsory military training in Australia was the feeble 
opposition to it.” Socialists, m ilitant trade unionists, Industrial 
Workers ot the World, pacifists, progressive churchmen and frish- 
Australians provided the minority opposition.
Lord Kitchener was obviously not interested in defending the 
Australian mainland: few ever were till the Japanese southward 
thrust of 1941-42. Kitchener, with sardonic humor, invented the 
Brisbane fin e : 80,000 men were to defend Australia on the 
Maroochy River just north of Brisbane, and the rest could fight 
for the Empire on foreign battlefields.
T he conscription ot youths from the age of 12, with training up 
to 26 years of age, the Boer W ar and Boxer expeditions and immi­
gration of British ex-soldiers had provided, by August, 1914, 
quite a pool of men almost ready to send to defend the Suez 
Canal, stoim the Dardanelles and then bleed in France.
Australia did not have 5 million people till 1918. T he volunteer 
rate, therefore, was fantastic. Over 417,000 men enlisted; 328,639 
men and 2,131 women served overseas. Just on 60,000 were killed 
(nearly as many as for the U.S. forces) and many died from 
wounds arid disease after the war. Over 226,000 men were casualties,
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but there were some 320,000 recorded casualties because numbers 
were wounded again after being sent in to  action. King George V 
and others believed in  “hum an wave” attacks on German barbed 
wire. Under General Gough, the 5th Australian Division suffered 
5,500 casualties in a short but suicidal thrust at Fromelles on July 
19, 1916. In July, August and September, 1916, Australians were 
sent time and again into the charnel-house of Pozieres. Losses were 
so disastrous and Australia had been so bled for manpower that 
the British knew the only way to get substantial reinforcements 
was through total conscription.
Further appalling losses in the Ypres offensive of July-August, 
1917, preceded the second referendum vote on conscription. The 
aggregate of deaths and woundings in W orld W ar I . . . about
320,000 . . . was not far behind the total of men sent overseas, 
nearly 329,000.
In  W orld W ar II  casualties were one in six in the forces, and 
the dead were 33,000, not much more than half the 1914-18 total 
of nearly 60,000. T he First W orld W ar distorted Australian 
economy and trade. Imports were smaller in volume but higher 
in  price. Average annual value of exports in  1914-18 fell by nearly 
£1 million a year, despite soaring commodity' prices on world 
markets. Ships were scarce and freights astronomical. Consumer 
demand for factory and farm goods was slowed by diversion of 
spending power to war loans and war taxes. Im ported ^aw materials 
and goods grew scarcer and scarcer. Lack of labor, due to heavy 
volunteering, restricted local output. In 1910 there were 45 million 
sheep in  N.S.W., in 1920 34 million . . . and the loss was by no 
means all due to drought. Both urban and rural employers were 
afraid of losing more labor.
Despite the sound m aterial reasons for rejecting any further 
heavy outflow of labor the referendums for conscription at the 
end of the years 1916 and 1917 were only defeated by narrow 
majorities.
The slender majorities leave no room for doubt about the 
depth of pro-British, pro-Empire sentiment in Australia. On the 
other hand of course, this makes still more heroic and significant 
the campaigns and successes of socialists, the I.W.W., many Labor 
Party and trade union leaders, churchmen, pacifists and the solid 
force of Australian-Irish affected by the 1916 Easter Rebellion 
and British oppression in Ireland.
W hite Australia chauvinism had greatly aided the pro-imperial 
leaders of Britain and Australia in imposing universal military 
training on the people before W orld W ar 1, and was employed
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cynically anti hypocritically. T he conscription historian Dr. Jauncey 
says of pre-war progaganda: “T o overcome opposition in trade 
unions advocates ol compulsory military training spoke of the 
“Yellow Peril”, b.oth China and Japan being involved in this 
spectre. Compulsionists told the workers that Japan was only 
waiting for B ritain’s entanglement in a European war and then 
‘Asiatic hordes’ would descend on Australia, an assertion happily 
disproved later in the W orld W ar.”
But W hite Australia chauvinism was also used on the anti-con- 
scription side. Dr. Jauncey relates that anti-conscriptionists told 
rural people that “colored labor” would replace whites on farms. 
“Vote No and Keep Australia W hite” met the eye on hoardings 
throughout the Commonwealth, he says, and “this phase of the 
conscription issue secured many supporters for the anti-conscrip­
tionists.” Henry Boote, usually a principled socialist and an out­
standing anti-conscription leader, said: “If we vote to send white 
workers out of the country, we vote to bring colored workers in .”
Australia has passed from the British imperial orientation to 
the American, and the deep-rooted pro-British sentiments which 
withstood such dire trials in the 1914-18 war cannot influence 
conscription for the Vietnam War. T he clash of European empires 
in the Pacific n.o longer decides Australian m ilitary strategy, nor 
does Japan present an immediate threat. T he vast m ajority of 
Asians have won national independence.
A screen of British, French, American and Dutch colonial 
governments and foreign concession-holders and occupiers in China 
will never again divide Australia from the peoples of Asia, and 
even our most backward Liberal Party politicians know that 
Australians cannot w ithdraw from east of Suez: we must find our 
future with Asia. And so the W hite Australia Policy takes on an 
even more portentous meaning, with its revamped slogans “Better 
stop them there than here” and “forward defence” on the one 
hand, and “Fortress A ustralia” and “W hite Bastion” concepts on 
the other.
T he future anti-conscription campaign will be fitted to Austra­
lia’s strategic course, which C anberra’s unreconstructed colonialists 
now try to trace through the mists and marshes of American pol­
itics. W ashington’s greater attention to Europe, disintegrating alli­
ances in the Pacific, its Vietnam crisis, balance of payments prob­
lems that will remain intractable while the Pentagon tries to 
police the world, resistance to US domination abroad and the up ­
surge of Anglo-Saxon America for new aggressions against 20 m il­
lion Afro-Americans and the peace movement will exert their press 
and pull in Australia. T he curve and coil of politics in N ixon’s
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America are unpredictable. U rban Afro-Americans and students 
have shown that guerilla resistance is not just for the mountains 
and forests and greater domestic upheavals seem likely under 
rulers' provocations. Middle East policies are on shifting sands, 
N ATO remains in disarray despite a shot-in-the-arm from the 
Czechoslovak affair, the East and South-East Asian military alliances 
are in decomposition and a desperate Nixon calls for Japanese 
rearmament. T he revival of Japanese armed menace to Australia, 
a m ajor Zaibatsu raw materials base, cannot be dismissed. It could 
scarcely inspirit Canberra yesmen, and, for the peace movement, 
would be double-edged in impact.
“More m ilitary power for lower cost” is a Pentagon slogan of 
portent for Australians of call-up age. Client states should pay 
and provide more, and higher raisings of satellite levies and more 
reliance on sophisticated weapons and mobile sea and airborne 
forces could greatly reduce the $4.8 billion yearly drain and the 
num ber of US overseas bases. General Robert Wood and State 
Departm ent Ambassador R. McClintock canvassed these ideas at 
Canberra talks.
“Fortress A ustralia” is a logical jumping-off place for giant air 
troop-carriers and swift ships. Upgrading of North-West Cape 
communications base, surveys of Western Australian harbors, the 
mysteries of Pine Gap “Joint Defence Space Research Facility” 
near Alice Springs and other US establishments in Australia and 
the R and R  descent from Vietnam — getting the indigenes accus­
tomed to the American presence — fall into the pattern. So, per­
haps, do Mr. Gorton's advocacy of a mobile “Israeli-type army”, 
which would require far wider conscription, and the State D epart­
ment-orientated D LP’s proposal that Australia should provide 
“four or five divisions to help South-East Asian governments in 
event of threats.”
US land bases in Australia are conveniently beyond reach of 
demonstrators and public, in regions holding the minimum of 
people and maximum of strategic materials, missile and air sites. 
US naval build-up in the Indian Ocean is proposed — hence NW  
Cape extensions — and nuclear weaponry is out of sight in its warm 
expanses. Demonstrators cannot march on Pine Gap as on Alder- 
maston, or protest at NW  Cape as at Sasebo. But conscience can 
oppose w'ar without excursions into saltbush and sand.
If conscription is extended, as RSL haters of "wogs and bogs” 
demand, then the potential in the Australian struggle for national 
independence and peaceful relations with Asia is promising. The 
Dead Sea fruits of Vietnam intervention have been too ashy for 
millions to swallow1. Non-socialist Asia is less and less willing to
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submit to tutelage or join Pentagon-rigged military alliances. “Aid" 
bribes have been little advance on traditional beads and looking-
g lasses.
The universities in 1911-18 disgorged imperial chauvinism: 
their cadet corps quickly lurnished the first AIF officers, with one 
celebrated defection. Australian universities no longer dwell in 
this mood: change beyond recognition in student and staff attitudes, 
reflected widely in intellectual life, has dramatically assisted the 
anti-conscription movement.
Today’s conscription issue has not evoked schism in Labor Party 
and trade unions as in 1916-17. While much vital energy remains 
unreleased in the trade unions, wider conscription and inter­
ventions would create economic pressures likely to stimulate peace 
action. Canberra's apprenticeship for promotion to one-stripe gen­
darme in SI* Asia is not bought in a cheap market: living standards 
must suffer.
W hile the Irish have been assimilated and another Dr. M annix 
will not emerge to denounce conscription, the cloistral isolation 
ol the Catholic priesthood from the peace movement is being 
reduced, if only to the extent of tolerance of lay peace activity. 
T he general migrant attitude is among the imponderables: while 
the generation of displaced persons is politically dubious, it could 
hardly be assumed that those who voluntarily left Europe for greater 
security in Australia would be keen to shed blood to bolster the 
(rum bling crusts of empires lor which they have no national sym­
pathies. Other imponderables are the corrosions caused by China’s 
Cultural Revolution and the Czechoslovak invasion.
Australian capitalism in 1916-17 was in its formative era. This 
engendered some anti-imperial and anti-conscriptionist spirit. T o ­
day Australian capitalism is monopolist, but its ranks include many 
alarmed by massive US, Japanese and other foreign capital incur­
sions, designed to convert the land to a quarry and lift profit 
take-outs till they undermine national solvency. A pallid nation­
alism appears now in government ranks; nationalism born of 
external economic and political pressures and concern over rela­
tions with Asian neighbors must grow. But while Canberra’s 
thinking remains gyved by anti-liberation neurosis and while yes- 
manship to the chief patron of the petty Asian despots we are 
supposed to underwrite stalks so unashamedly through Australian 
policy-making, then certainly all potential allies in the battle for 
nationaf independence and against conscription for wars of inter­
vention will have to be sought out and welcomed.
61
wn- “THE 
Thompson WRETCHED OF 
THE EARTH”
Considerable attention is paid in the “Third  World” to 
the theories of Frantz Fanon on how to achieve liberation. 
These theories are discussed by a research student in Eco­
nomic History at Strathclyde University in an article which 
first appeared in Marxism Today.
FANON was born on the island of M artinique in 1925 and experi­
enced at first hand the condition of being a “native,” i.e., a colored 
person, in a colonial society. T he exploration and analysis of the 
personal effects of this condition, formed the subject, somewhat 
slanted towards Freudian jargon and concepts, of his first book, 
Black Skin, W hite Masks, published when he was 27. In  France he 
studied medicine, specialising in psychiatry at the psychiatric hos­
pital at Blida in  Algeria.
His experiences there during the revolution, when he 
was obliged to treat both members of the repressive forces and 
their victims, and witnessed the diabolical effects of torture on 
both sides, caused Fanon to become an active participant. He com­
menced by training Algerian patriots how to control their nervous 
and physical reactions when engaged in dangerous missions, even­
tually he served the Provisional Government in a leading diplo­
matic capacity, particularly in Ghana, where he was able to observe 
the progress of a colonial revolution very different from the Al­
gerian. In  1961 he was sent to the U nited States of America mortally 
sick with leukemia and died in most distressing circumstances, 
being left helpless and untended in his hotel room by the Ameri­
cans until practically in his death agonies.
Fanon’s two major works are Studies in a Dying Colonialism, 
1965 (originally L ’An Cinq de la Revolution Algerienne, 1959) 
and The Wretched of the Earth, 1965 (originally Les Damnes de 
la Terre, 1961) written shortly afterwards. A collection of pieces 
on the theme of Towards the African Revolution  was published 
posthumously in 1964.
Revolutionary Nationality and Consciousness
T h e  Studies in a Dying Colonialism might be described as a 
description and celebration of the creation of a revolutionary 
nationality and consciousness, and T he Wretched of the Earth
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as an investigation of the social forces which were to mould the 
futures of the emerging African states. Both, like all his writings, 
are highly polemical in tone. Fanon is not a sober controversialist 
and he prefers to make his points in broad outline illustrated by 
a striking example or two, rather than build up his case by massive 
and elaborate accumulations of statistical detail. T he dual insight 
which he gained as a colored person and a trained psychologist 
is always present, and it can be safely said that nothing else ever 
written gives an outsider such a vital perception of what it actually 
feels like to be colonised, despised and regarded as an item of 
livestock or a feature of the natural environment.
Is the “native lazy, unco-operative and sly, a thief and a liar?” 
Yes, says Fanon, of course he is, in the absence of political resis­
tance, these are the only weapons he can use to sabotage the 
colonial machine. T hen  again, the “native” is described as back­
ward, and not only in the economic sense. He is insanely suspicious 
of modern technique, especially medicine, he clings obstinately to 
medieval superstitions and modes of behaviour, he inflicts the most 
senseless and masochistic rigors on his own person, heedless of 
the well-intentioned advice purveyed by the occupying powers’ wel­
fare services. Perfectly true, agrees Fanon, and proceeds to demon­
strate that there is every justification for acting thus.
Such considerations form the subject of Studies in a Dying Colo­
nialism. The Western ethic (despite the latter-day philosophies 
of pessimism and decadence) values man, science, progress, culture 
and spiritual development. T h at is only for home consumption 
though. There is of course a total divorce between Western values 
and the colonial facts of the matter. All state power rests in the 
last resort on violence, but in the colonies this relation assumes 
a particularly uninhibited and barefaced character. Colonial rule 
is violence perpetually and systematically practised against the 
colonised population.
Having robbed the colonised people of their independence, their 
land and their bread, having removed them from all possibility of 
science, progress, culture, etc., imperialism is still not satisfied. It 
seeks to pulverise their indigenous culture, to make them accept 
their past as a dark barbarism from which conquest has fortunately 
rescued them, not only to adopt the oppressor’s standards but to 
confess they fall far short of them and that for the foreseeable future 
their essential nature is and must remain savage and worthless.
It is not to be wondered at that the “natives” refuse to submit 
to this spiritual rape and prostitution. But what alternative is 
there? W hat other source of values can they turn  to? T he pre­
colonial type of existence is broken, meaningless and obsolete,
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but it is all they have. T he colonised people m aintain their dignity 
as best they can by clinging to the dirty rags of their murdered 
culture. They emphasise traditions and taboos that have no signi­
ficance in modern conditions, obscurantist superstitions take on 
a new lease of life. There is a violent refusal of the oppressors' 
science and knowledge even when these would be objectively 
beneficial. T he colonialists, according to temperament, wax indig­
nant at the colossal difficulty of teaching these savages anything 
or else smile indulgently at the quaint folklore.
And so we discover the typical stereotype of the colonial society, 
primitive, stagnant, unchanging, a race whose only possible use 
to science or hum an advancement is to serve as the raw material 
for anthropological studies.
Man Changes H imself
T he theme of the Studies is the process by which in changing 
the world — in this case by revolutionary war — man changes 
himself. Fanon shows how the Algerian nationality was forged by 
the demands of the struggle and how the people discovered a 
capability for the most advanced forms of organisation and de­
veloped the ability to use the most up-to-date techniques — and 
without any assistance at that — when to do so ceased to be a sign 
of surrender to the alien ethic and became instead a necessary re­
quirem ent for prosecuting the war. Knowledge and applied science 
are never accepted simply on their merits, but judged by the 
company they keep.
Fanon shows this process occurring in four major areas of 
Algerian society; the treatment of women, family life, communi­
cations and medicine. He traces the process by which the Algerians 
discarded the old protective prejudices and adopted for their 
own use the devices they had formerly rejected because of their 
association with the foreign oppressor. T he ancient obscurantist 
values, artifically preserved in the hermetically sealed environment 
of colonial society, crumble away. A new ethic and a morality is 
born, one in which national liberation and the revolution become 
the supreme goals. T he natives recover their dignity and intellect. 
A new man emerges.
From the colonisers’ point of view one of the most scandalous 
of the traditional Algerian practices was the custom of veiling a n d  
secluding their women folk. The absence of the veil was a badge 
proclaiming the acceptance of alien standards, and hence the 
“liberation of Algerian woman” took its place among the f o r e m o s t  
battle cries of the Foreign Legion parachutists and the “Algerie 
Francaise” pieds noirs. Eventually the unveiling was a c c o m p l i s h e d
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— by the Algerians themselves in the interests of revolutionary ef­
fectiveness. T he use of women for revolutionary work of one sort 
or another in the European quarters of the cities, the presence of 
female soldiers in the Marquis, made its existence totally redun­
dant. Eventually it was worn or left off according to the exigencies 
of the situation or the needs of disguise. I t had lost its sacred 
character altogether, and, correspondingly, the position of women 
in colonial society had been profoundly transformed in a progres­
sive and liberating direction.
Likewise, with family relationships in general. T he authoritarian, 
ritualised patterns and behaviour dissolved when patriotism  and 
the necessities of the revolution rather than patriarchal respect and 
obedience became the primary consideration of young Algerian 
men and women, when husbands and wives were separated for 
long periods and the women left to shift for themselves or, as 
frequently happened, suffered outrage and torture for the sake of 
the national cause, when millions were uprooted from their an­
cestral habitations and herded into concentration camps. Entirely 
new conceptions of m arriage and sexual roles came into existence, 
based on equality and respect for shared revolutionary endeavour.
Before the outbreak of the revolution in November 1954, few 
Algerians cared to possess a radio. T he official station, “Radio 
Alger”, was the voice of the occupying power, and its programs, 
which were in the habit of regularly glorifying the episodes of the 
European conquest and domination, provided an im portant cul­
tural cement for the scattered settler population. Algerians re­
mained indifferent.
W ith the commencement of the armed struggle a burning need 
was manifest to link the entire people to the movement and pro­
vide a country wide news service on the revolutionary progress. 
This was all the more urgent as the colons largely succeeded in 
suppressing the democratic press in Algeria. T h e  FLN thereupon 
established its own broadcasting station, “T he Voice of Algeria,” 
and Algerian attitudes to the radio were transformed. Listening to 
the “Voice” and combating the French jam m ing became an intense, 
communal, patriotic activity and incredible risks were run  to 
possess a set.
In  the forefront of the colonialist’s philanthropic self-image and 
serving as one of the cardinal justifications for his regime, stood 
his medical services. As indicated, the Algerian a ttitude was some­
what different. By and large the subject population refused to be 
treated, and on the rare occasions its members consented to it 
they did so in the most lackadaisical and reluctant fashion. Not 
too surprising, when it is remembered that the doctor appeared
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invariably in  the guise of an over-lord, usually arrogant and con­
temptuous, behaving generally like a vet rather than a physician, 
often being a landlord or other form of direct exploiter into the 
bargain. Suspicion prevailed that deaths in hospitals were not in­
variably due to natural causes, and the less agreeable aspects of 
treatm ent were often looked upon as simply another variety of 
European sadism.
T hen  the time arrived when medical supplies, next to m uni­
tions, were the key to victory. Once more the popular outlook 
changed dramatically. Desperate courage was employed to procure 
them against impossible odds. T he people enthusiastically directed 
their attention towards acquiring skill at hygiene and first-aid, 
and went on to master the most elaborate procedures required to 
establish a nation-wide medical service.
A concluding section of the book deals with a different theme, 
the passing over of considerable num bers of the European popula­
tion to service in the revolutionary struggle. It details the invalu­
able assistance received by the FLN from the most unlikely quart­
ers among the Europeans — the students, the Jewish community, 
even police officers, and an astonishingly large number of the 
rural settlers themselves. T he political m aturity of the FLN at 
this period is demonstrated by the fact that it could win and use 
such people, and proves a salutary rem inder that, in contrast to 
what Stokely Carmichael and certain others may assert, any indi­
vidual, no m atter what his class origins may be, can join up with 
the oppressed class and participate in their struggle. These people, 
too, became Algerians.
So out of .the blood and the fire a new people is forged and the 
nation is born. Studies in a Dying Colonialism  does not go beyond 
this point. It does not inspect the fate of the nation after it 
emerges from the colonial situation.
Parties and Politicians
The Wretched of the Earth takes up from there, and is broader 
both in  political and geographical scope. After a brief initial 
consideration of the debasement which colonial rule works on 
native culture and psychology, exemplified in such phenomena as 
in tertribal vendettas, animism, etc., Fanon directs his attention to 
the political trends in the emerging African nations which he 
sees as most significant for their future. Basically the work might 
be called a critique of the nationalist parties which evolved 
during the course of the independence struggle and which usually 
ended by taking over as the successors to the colonial power, almost 
universally on a negotiated basis and w ithout open warfare.
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Fanon is particularly concerned with what he claims to be the 
fact that these parties and the politicians who lead them are nearly 
always based on and draw their strength from the towns and do 
not relate in a m eaningful fashion to the rural masses. This factor 
is one major weakness, and alongside it the parties have certain 
other highly undesirable characteristics. In the minds of the 
leaders, it is alleged, politics appears primarily as a dialogue with 
ihe colonial authorities at the seat of power, with the object 
of winning a series of concessions within the framework tolerated 
by the colonialists which lead to a negotiated independence at 
the end of the road, with black faces substituted for white in 
the government apparatus, but no other significant changes. In 
other words these leaders are mainly interested in power and 
privilege for themselves and their main quarrel with the colonial 
regime is that it fails to give them a satisfactory share of the 
booty wrung from the people at large.
These leaders are in fact frauds. They organise the militancy 
of the masses, at least the urban masses, but they look upon it as 
their private property, to be turned on or off like a tap, at suitable 
points in the process of negotiation with the imperial state. They 
have no intention of conceding any real say in affairs to their 
followers. They are full of distrust for the countryside, regard it 
as tribal, chief-ridden, backward and reactionary, believe (on the 
whole correctly) that in the countryside the colonialists find such 
popular support as they can count on. W hen they do give the 
peasants their attention they try to batter down the obscurantist 
traditions instead of using them to develop the struggle and in 
the process weaning the people away from them.
T he last thing they try to do is prepare or organise the people 
for armed struggle, yet frequently they are taken by surprise when 
it breaks out nevertheless. In  that case the town-based nationalist 
politicians attem pt to use the revolt without identifying with it. 
Perhaps the colonialists throw them into jail all the same, but 
often enough they hasten to bargain, even to decolonise, before 
the situation gets entirely out of hand. In which event the national­
ist party may even find itself as the government taking over and 
prosecuting the same repressive anti-popular war as the imperial 
power was engaged in before the change-over.
More often, however, what has happened is that the nationalist 
party achieved its objects without such a distressing eventuality. 
A new state came into being amid popular rejoicing with its flag, 
parliament, seat in UNO and all the trappings of national sov­
ereignty.
T he bright new image is soon tarnished, however, m utual sus­
picion remains between the town and the countryside, a great divide
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separates the governors i'rom the governed, the former in fact are 
closer in attitude and temperament to the previous masters than 
to their own subjects.
“Model” of Betrayal
Soon the state is divided, not merely between the new exploiters 
and those patriots who have the people’s true interests at heart 
and have generally been excluded from office and power, but 
also between different factions of the ru ling  group itself, the “ins” 
who monopolise the sweets of office and the “outs” who desire 
to lay hold of them. Both these factions try to provide themselves 
with a political base, and since their aims are careerist and 
corrupt and so win no popular support, they turn  to bargain with 
the most regressive elements in the rural districts. If the “outs” 
are making the running in this game we get parties based on 
chiefs, money lenders and rich peasants, demanding regional 
autonomy and tribal independence, endeavouring to circumvent 
and nullify the central government’s power over them. If the 
“ins'’ are working the trick, tribal obscurantism is mobilised against 
revolutionary opponents.
In any event the unity of the nation is disrupted, corruption 
and cynicism reign in the government, tribalism, superstition and 
rural idiocy renew their vigor while imperialism comes back tri­
um phant in the shape of neo-colonialism. T he entire process of 
liberation goes into reverse.
This is Fanon’s model of how revolutionary hopes are betrayed. 
While he proceeds to provide an explanation he is quite emphatic 
that the problem has its roots in the class basis of the nationalist 
parties, from the fact that they are prim arily the creations of 
the colonial- bourgeoisie and its intellectual collaborators.
Colonial Bourgeoisie
In the first place they win popular support by a range of anti­
imperialist and even socialist-sounding slogans, but the leaders 
seldom take these slogans seriously, and hasten to exclude from 
their parties any persons or groups who actually do so. Neverthe­
less for a period the interests of the bourgeoisie — expulsion of 
the occupier — do coincide with the general interest and on this 
basis independence is won.
But these bourgeoisie have no future, because unlike their 
European counterparts 150 years ago they are not inventive, indus­
trial and dynamic. They are, on the contrary, weak and corrupt, 
with an entirely parasitic role. In a world economy tightly sewn up 
by imperialist monopolies, and ruling pauperised and fragmented 
states, they cannot develop as a class by em ulating the Japanese
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and developing a powerful national capitalism. All they can do 
is exploit the economic channels previously established by im perial­
ism and function as middle-men and Western business agents in 
the neo-colonial exploitation of the nation. Even when they go 
in for Africanisation it is not on a progressive basis bu t merely to 
secure a monopolistic grip on the national resources and the 
middleman role. T he upshot of their practice is in the long run 
usually to exploit the people as intensely as the former masters, 
without even the excuse of developing the national economy by 
doing so:
Using two or th ree  slogans these new colonists will dem and an enorm ous am ount 
of work from th e  agricu ltu ra l labourers, in the nam e of the  national effort of 
course, (p.124).
It is readily understandable that under pressure of these develop­
ments the national consciousness and the national party both go 
to pieces. Taking their cue from the elite, the labor classes in the 
towns betray chauvinistic attitudes towards “im migrants” — eco­
nomic competitors from foreign African states:
If Europeans get in  the  way of the  intellectuals and business bourgeoisie . . . 
for the  mass of the  people in  the  towns com petition is represented  principally  
by Africans of ano ther nation  . . . (p .126).
Regional and tribal exclusiveness flourish and often religious 
diversion exacerbates the process further. Nigeria is a tragic 
example of this process. Completely incapable of preserving even 
national unity, the African bourgeoisie is far less able to create 
the continental unity to which they pay pious tribute.
Disintegration of Party
Naturally the party disintegrates as well, degenerating into what 
is at best an arthritic administrative machine and at worst a gang­
ster protection racket. No longer does it express the people’s will 
to any extent at all, it is reduced to serving the state as an instru­
m ent of administrative discipline and pronouncement:
T h e  party  helps the  governm ent to hold the  people down. It becomes more 
and  m ore clearly an ti democratic, an im plem ent of coercion, (p .138).
Even in this shabby task it is not given first place, for lacking 
the self-confident sophistication and skill of the Western bourgeoisie, 
the African one rules increasingly by demagogy and the leadership 
principle, combined with spectacular demonstrations of force, and 
the governing caste sinks deeper into insolence, corruption and ar­
bitrariness. As the popular masses become more and more alienated 
from the regime, the leader, an heroic figure from the past is 
brought forward as a national mascot to confuse and distract the 
people:
T h e  leader, who has beh ind  him  a lifetim e of political action and  devoted 
patrio tism , constitutes a  screen betw een the  people and the  rapacious bourgeoisie
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since he stands surety for the ventures of th a t caste and closes his eyes to  their 
insolence, their m ediocrity and their fundam ental im m orality. Fie comes to 
the aid of the  bourgeois caste and hides its m anoeuvres from the people . . . 
Every tim e he speaks . . .  he calls to m ind his often heroic life, the struggles 
he has led . . . and the victories . . .  he has achieved, thereby in tim ating 
clearly to the  masses th a t they ought to go on p u ttin g  their tru st in him  . . . 
These m en who . . . have taken upon themselves the whole burden  of the 
past . . . find themselves today, alas, at the  head of a team of adm inistrators 
who . . . proclaim  th a t the vocation of their people is obey, to go on obeying 
and to be obedient to the end of time. (p .135) .
As the history of the past few years demonstrates however, such 
gambits fail to save the elite. Incapable of governing on its own 
merits it depends to an ever-growing degree on the military and 
police forces and is eventually shoved aside by them.
Fanon has no hesitation in asserting that the only alternative to 
one version or another of this depressing scenario is for genuinely 
committed leaders to involve the people deeply in national plan­
ning at all levels, to cut free from colonial economic ties and to 
develop the party as a real expression of the people’s will, being 
careful to keep the best party militants separate from adm inistra­
tive functions. The masses must be politically educated and con­
sciously involved and the only way to prevent the army developing 
Bonapartist longings is to politicise it, to create correct political 
understanding among the soldiers. Nationalism is a blind alley 
unless an effective social and economic program is developed 
beyond the patriotic slogans. Fanon m aintains categorically that 
the only real lines along which a newly liberated country can ad­
vance are socialist ones, and though he does not use the phrase 
he makes it quite clear that he means scientific socialism.
Points of Criticism
Such is the case presented by Frantz Fanon and it would be idle 
to deny that events since his death have borne out his analysis 
to a remarkable degree. Even so, there are points upon which 
marxists, while conceding the great strength of his arguments, 
might wish to voice dissent.
In the first place it is difficult to avoid the impression that 
in discussing the preconditions for colonial revolution he gives 
insufficient weight to circumstances which remain beyond the 
control of the revolutionaries. It might be assumed on the basis 
of Fanon’s analysis that the only condition necessary to begin the 
struggle is the cultivation of an appropriate attitude of mind 
among the people. This rather one-sided emphasis and tendency 
towards political voluntarism, the suggestion almost that the 
strength of a revolutionary cause is essentially “in the m ind” 
could be seriously misleading if it caused revolutionaries to ignore 
objective conditions and convince themselves that the imperialist
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power was bound to succumb at any time to a sufficiently deter­
mined attack. However it is most unlikely that the Algerian revo­
lution could have succeeded twenty years earlier, or that success­
ful revolt will be possible in South Africa until the regime’s 
strength is underm ined by its own short-sightedness and more 
adequate international mobilisation against it.
In  regard to international factors although Fanon pays tribute 
to the assistance rendered by the socialist camp to the colonial 
revolution, his work appears to lack an appreciation of the fact 
that it has only been made possible in the first place by the dis­
ruption and chaos created in the world imperialist system by the 
appearance, existence and advance of the socialist states, which 
have been the indispensable pivot for the anti-imperialist revolu­
tions of the twentieth century. Even more, Fanon ignores or dis­
misses the contributions made by the organised working class in 
the m etropolitan countries, m aintaining that all strata of imperial­
ist society have a share in colonial exploitation and that bribery 
from colonial plunder has hopelessly corrupted them. He values 
what help they may give to the colonial revolution but does not 
think it can ever am ount to much.
It would be a distortion to imply that Fanon is entirely blind 
to the necessarily inter-linked nature of the struggle carried out 
by the socialist states, the working class in imperialist countries 
and the national liberation movement, but the notice he gives it 
is pretty perfunctory. T here are elements of a narrow "T hird  
Worldism” in his outlook.
R ole of Violence
T he aspect of Fanon’s writings which has undoubtedly excited 
the most guilty and disapproving fascination on the part of aca­
demic commentators is the alleged emphasis on violence and the 
value of violence against the aggressor as a therapeutic activity 
in restoring the native’s morale and self-respect. T he attitude 
of such people to the colonial situation is, “we support your claims 
for a better deal of course, but don’t get violent or we’ll have to 
disapprove of you.’’ Violence is looked upon by these people as a 
metaphysical abstraction of evil.
Since bourgeois society legitimises itself on the basis of free 
agreements and social contract those who are intellectually im­
prisoned in  its ideology cannot bear to know that all class rule is 
a form of violence and that a movement which renounces its 
use under all circumstances, far from abolishing it, is merely 
sanctifying the infliction of one-sided violence by the ruling class. 
Fanon never lets them forget that the violence is there already and 
the only question at issue is its direction.
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All the same he would seem to go beyond this to argue that 
the only genuine method of liberation is revolutionary war, and 
that negotiated political settlements with the colonial power are 
inevitable betrayals which entrench the middle class in power 
and lead on to counter-revolution. Although in many cases this 
claim has been justified by the event it has not, nevertheless, been 
invariably so. Guinea at least is managing to proceed along this 
road towards a socialist order of society and in Ghana, for all 
its weakness the Nkrum ah government was by no means entirely 
discredited or politically bankrupt. Conversely, Algeria, the 
prime example in Africa of liberation by revolutionary war did 
not escape a military coup. Nor does it appear to be impossible, 
though admittedly very difficult and rare, for a party orginally 
led by middle-class elements to transform itself into a genuinely 
popular movement carrying through the transformation of the 
economy and social life that all socialists regard as necessary. 
Julius Nyerere's TA N U  is arguably an example of this.
There is evidence for two things. Firstly that something more 
than revolutionary war is necessary to give a socialist orientation 
to emerging nations, and secondly that such war may not be essen­
tial.
Role of the W orking Class
W hat has to be considered here is surely the role of the working 
class in the liberation movement and the new nation. Fanon has 
a very low opinion of its revolutionary capacities, believing that 
its relatively privileged position vis-a-vis the peasantry and the 
lumpen-proletariat will keep it quiescent, or at any rate, if inde­
pendence is to eventuate in socialism, it must be the peasantry 
and rural proletariat, the most dispossessed class, which assumes 
the leadership, with the town proletariat playing a subordinate 
political role. He is very adamant on this point.
It would be arrogant and dogmatic simply to say “Fanon is 
entirely mistaken on this, his argument is entirely un-marxist,” 
but it may certainly be noted that his description of the colonial 
working class as the social stratum which is “most pam pered’’ by 
the imperialists is wildly inaccurate. Relatively well off they may 
be in some cases (though not always) compared to the absolute 
destitution in the countryside, but the “most pam pered” sections 
are certainly the immediate tools of the colonial power, soldiers, 
police, state functionaries and the like together with the trading 
and mercantile sections most closely involved with the imperialist 
economy.
In  any event, has it not always been the case that in nations 
where socialist revolution has occurred the situation was essentially
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similar, and that the working class assumed the leadership because 
it was the most politically advanced and the best organised section 
of the exploited people, circumstances which often go along with 
being the most privileged.
Russia in 1917 is far from being an exact parallel with, say, 
Senegal, in 1968, but the similarities are probably more significant 
than the differences. Again in Cuba, the revolution’s m ilitary vic­
tory was won in the countryside but its socialist direction was only 
definitely established once it had also gained the towns and could 
employ the political experience of the urban working class.
Fanon’s conception in this m atter must be compared with that 
of Lenin. W ith his profound understanding of the absolutely criti­
cal importance of the peasantry to the socialist revolution in under­
developed countries, Lenin made the keynote of his strategy the 
link and alliance between proletariat and peasants, with the pro­
letariat always providing the revolutionary initiative and political 
leadership. It is not any special metaphysical virtue of the prole­
tariat which makes this arrangement necessary, merely the fact 
that it is this class which handles the sector of the economy and 
the mode of production which is of over-mastering im portance in 
the life and development of modern communities and ones which 
are striving to modernise. It is the working class which has its 
hands on the levers of the future.
Passionate Involvement
However, if these are weaknesses in Fanon, they are the weak­
nesses of his strength, which rests in his passionate involvement 
with “the wretched of the earth,” the “criminals of w ant” and a 
blazing concern for their dignity and hum an demands. He remains 
one of the m ajor political theorists of the twentieth century. For 
Western man his words are salutary. For anyone who reads Fanon 
with sympathy none of the imperialist myths — the civilising 
mission, the native’s backwardness — can ever again command the 
slightest flicker of acceptance.
T he utter corruption of every hum an action and relation in the 
colonial atmosphere is exposed brilliantly. For the peoples of the 
dispossessed nations not only in Africa, but in Asia and Latin 
America too, he was at once an unqualified partisan and at the 
same time a harsh critic of their shortcomings and of pseudo-revo­
lutionary waffle. At a time like the present, when the colonial 
revolution is meeting phenomenal difficulties yet still surging 
irresistibly forward, the m ature understanding and commentary 
which he would have drawn from his m ature understanding of it 
would have been invaluable. It is an immense tragedy he did not 
survive to continue his work.
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HO CHI MINH, by Jean 
Lacouture, Allen Lane. The 
Penguin Press. $5.25.
T H E  DECISION of President Jo h n ­
son to call a halt to the US bom bing 
of N orth  V ietnam  has already set 
m any people asking “Why?” State­
ments from m ilitary  and political lead­
ers in America and South Vietnam 
have assured us th a t the war in V iet­
nam  is being won by the Allies. W hy 
then, at this m om ent, should a halt 
be called?
No one can understand this situa­
tion  w ithout a ttem pting  some study 
of the history of the  Vietnamese n a t­
ion and Ho Chi M inh, the  m an who 
leads it in the north , and who com ­
m ands the  love and respect of m illions 
in the south as well. W hat k ind of 
m an is he? W hy can’t the Americans 
find anything worse to call him  than 
a Com m unist boss? W hy couldn’t the 
French, who h a ted  him  bitterly , ever 
tind him  guilty of anything bu t po li­
tical crimes? W hat are his aims? Jean 
Lacouture, who spent m uch tim e in 
V ietnam , has interviewed Ho Chi 
M inh him self m any times and had 
access to French records of the colonial 
and  post-colonial periods, provides 
m any of the answers, in this full scale 
biography.
President H o ’s charism a is such 
th a t everyone feels it. Lacouture is 
an experienced and sophisticated 
journalist. His book is a fine lesson 
in objective writing, b u t read  his 
description of his first m eeting with 
H o. ” . . .  I was steeped in  the legend 
of the m an, try ing to read every word 
th a t had  been w ritten  about him  . . .
But even w ithout these special cir­
cumstances I w culd have been fascin­
ated by th e  figure who had ju st come 
in to  the room  . . . T he first thing 
th a t struck me, apart from this u n ­
looked for air of benignity, was the 
ex traord inary  glow in the eyes beneath 
his bushy brows, huge forehead and 
tu ft of grey h a ir . . . T he expression 
in those rem arkable eyes would have 
invited the word “ingenuous”, except 
th a t I knew things about h im  which 
p recluded any possibility th a t ingenu­
ousness m igh t be among his a ttr i­
butes . . .
W hen he asked me to have a cup 
of tea, or drew up  a chair for me, or 
offered me a cigarette, it was as 
though he were m aking apologies for 
living am ong the trappings of a col­
onial governor. Since then, people 
have assured m e this awkwardness 
was an  act . . . B ut can m ere artifice 
really have produced th a t engaging 
m anner and th a t extraordinary  gift 
for m aking contact, a gift which at 
once engendered a warm  and direct 
exchange of views and gave a startling- 
ly fresh rin g  to comm onplace words?"
I myself felt this extraordinary 
charm  and freshness, coupled w ith re ­
m arkable inform ality, on the  m any 
occasions when I m et President Ho 
Chi M inh du rin g  my three  years in 
H anoi, from 1958 on. T h e  B ritish 
lawyer, Loseby who defended him 
tirelessly when he was arrested in 
Hong Kong, and who re tu rn ed  to visit 
him  as President of the  Democratic 
R epublic  of V ietnam  in  1960, fifteen 
years later, and Sir Stafford Cripps, 
later to be Chancellor of the  Exche­
quer, who argued his case before the 
British Cabinet, were no t proof against 
it. Vo Nguyen Giap, who m et him  
for th e  first tim e in  1940 and  has 
rem ained his close comrade-in-arms 
and politics ever since, describes this 
m eeting. “ I found myself confronted  
by a m an of shining sim plicity. T his 
was the  first tim e I had  set eyes on 
him , yet already we were conscious 
of deep bonds of friendship.”
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Lacouture's book traces the deve­
lopm ent of Ho Chi M inh, from  the 
tim e he was a tiny boy, nam ed Cung, 
through his various aliases of Nguyet 
T a t T hanh , Ba. Nguyen Ai Quoc, 
Vuong, and Lin, lo the final Ho Chi 
M inh — He who Enlightens.
He investigates with care and ob ­
jectivity and yet always one feels that 
his sympathy is held. Is Uncle Ho 
first a patrio t and then  a revo lu tion­
ary, as many have claimed? My own 
feeling is that he himself would see 
these as two sides of the one coin. 
H e is certainly a brave m an, surviv­
ing out of "sheer stubborness”, long 
periods in prison and hospital with 
his ever recurring tuberculosis.
At least twice, his term s of im p ri­
sonm ent and b ru ta l treatm ent, coupl­
ed with tuberculosis, have led to re ­
ports of his death. How he d idn 't 
die is a miracle, and when in a coma 
deep in the jungle, Vo Nguyen Giap 
reports that w ith what he and every­
one else thought were H o ’s dying 
breaths he was ou tlin ing  th e  course 
of the revolution for the  im m ediate 
future.
Ho is also a poet, w riting  in sharp, 
Chinese characters, verse th a t appeals 
by its hum anist quality  even in  tran s­
lation. His verses contained in  the 
volume known as Prison Diary, reveal 
m any facets of his hum an  qualities, 
the  hum or, compassion, tenderness 
and at times sharpness. T h e  English- 
language ed itio r has been beautifully  
w ritten  by the A ustralian poet Aileen 
Palmer, working painstakingly from a 
word-by-word transla tion  from  the 
Vietnamese.
So Ho. Chi M inh is revealed by 
Lacouture as a pa trio t, a revolutionary, 
a poet, a m an of courage, b u t also 
a skilled publicist, a liberator, a nego­
tia to r of extraordinary  patience and 
wit, and a b rillian t resistance leader.
Lacouture also spends a lo t of tim e 
on what is probably the  outstand ing
characteristic of Ho C hi M inh, his 
capacity to inspire love and affection. 
T hroughout South-East Asia he is re ­
ferred to almost universally as Bar 
H o  — Uncle Ho — and this is really 
m eaningful. As L acouture explains, 
there are two Vietnamese words con­
stantly used when Ho Chi M inh’s 
name crops up  in Vietnam  — they are 
nghia, and hicu.
Xghia  is close to ihe idea contained 
in "du ty" and the nghia b inding Ho 
to the Vietnamese people is the  consci­
ousness of a two-way obligation, of 
devotedness on the one side and loy­
alty and discipline on the  other. Add 
to this liieu, filial piety, and you get 
som ething like the extraordinary  bond 
of love that is felt by the  people and 
by Ho himself. As L acouture says, 
no o ther leader in  the  world today 
is viewed by his followers as being 
both inventor and protector, source 
and guide, theory and practice, n a t­
ion and revolution, yogi and commis­
sar, goodnatured uncle and great war- 
leader.
T he growth of the m an and his 
sta tu re  is accurately traced and doc­
um ented. His developm ent and be ­
havior as a leader are reported  with 
the keen eyes of the  French political 
journalist, whose country has a unique 
background in Vietnam  am ong E uro­
pean nations.
But H o’s a ttitu d e  to America and 
America's position in V ietnam  is also 
carefully defined and anyone who still 
is foolish enough to believe th a t the 
Americans have been in V ietnam  for 
freedom's sake, should carefully read 
page 227 and th ink  for a second time.
Lacouture, by no means a com m u­
nist, and a m an who m ust have done 
an enormous am ount of research in 
his work as a journalist and the w rit­
ing of his earlier book Le Vietnam  
entre deux paix, as well as in this 
book in which V ietnam  and Ho Chi 
Minh are almost inseparable, finds
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it in his heart to finish in this way: 
"Uncle IIo  is an old m an now, and 
tired after so m any years of fighting in 
ihe revolutionary  cause. But even 
if . . . he  does not live to see V iet­
nam  reunified and independent, all 
the wav from the  C hina border to 
Cape Cam au, others — deputies whom 
he has m oulded for no o ther purpose, 
and who have fought hard  themselves 
— will live to see it for h im .”
W ho knows, perhaps President 
Johnston's advisers, on the m atter 
of stopping the bom bing, may have 
e ither read this book or taken a long, 
level look at the  facts which led to 
its writing.
L o r r a in e  Sa l m o n
MONOPOLY CAPITAL, by 
Baran and Sweezy. Pelican 
Paperback, 390 p.p. $1.45.
T H E  PU B LIC A TIO N  in A ustralia of 
a new and cheap edition  of M onopoly  
Capital raises three  im portan t ques­
tions for M arxists: (a) how valid is the 
analysis? (b) how does it fit in with 
o ther contem porary radical analysis of 
m odern capitalism  (such as G albraith 's 
The M odern Industria l State)? (c) how 
far do its basic conclusions apply to 
Australia?
C entral to the  book is the  dem onstra­
tion th a t because of pricing  policies 
w ithin the  m odern  capitalist corpora­
tion, m odern capitalism  is characterised 
by a tendency for “economic surplus” 
(defined as the  difference between what 
a society produces and the costs in cu r­
red in  p roducing it) to rise in both 
absolute and relative terms. T he 
authors say: “T his law im m edi­
ately invites comparison, as it 
should, w ith the  classical M arxian 
law of the falling tendency of the rate 
of profit. W ith o u t en tering  in to  an 
analysis of the  different versions of the 
latter, we can say th a t they all p re ­
suppose a com petitive system. By sub­
stitu ting  th e  law of rising surplus for
the law of falling profit we are no t re ­
jecting or revising a tim e-honoured 
theorem  of political economy: we are 
simply taking account of the  u n ­
doubted  fact that the structure  of the 
capitalist economy has undergone a 
fundam ental change since th a t theorem  
was form ulated. W hat is most essential 
about the  change from com petitive to 
monopoly capitalism  finds its th eo re ti­
cal expression in  this substitu tion ."
H ere the authors claim  too m uch 
about bringing the  (implied) obsolete 
analysis of Karl M arx up to date. Take 
the absolute rise in surplus. In  Volume 
3 of Capital, M arx argues th a t as the 
process of production  and capital ac­
cum ulation  proceeds, the  mass of su r­
plus value th a t can be and is ap p ro p ­
riated  m ust grow, and so m ust also 
grow the  absolute mass of profits accu­
m ula ted  by the  capitalist class. T he 
decline in  the  ra te  of profit itself leads 
to a rise in  the mass of profits and 
in the mass of surplus. T h is is because 
the huge am ounts of capital locked up 
in investm ent, while they tend  to rea l­
ise a sm aller rate of profit, swell the 
volume of total profits.
Moreover Capital is not confined to 
an analysis of com petitive capitalism. 
M arx also though t he discerned a long 
term  trend  to  increased concentration 
and centralisation of capital, rap id  
e lim ination  of small and m edium ­
sized enterprises and a tendency for 
exp lo itation  to increasingly take the 
form of m ore “rela tive” surplus value 
th rough  h igher productiv ity  from  m ore 
m achinery per worker (rather than  
from m ore “absolute” surplus value 
from longer hours and wage freeze). 
T h is is surely an early sketch of a 
“m odel” of m onopolistic capitalism .
G ran ted  th a t there is a dom inant 
tendency towards rising surplus, the 
m ajor contradiction  faced by the  sys­
tem is th e  absorp tion  and  d istribu tion  
of th e  growing surplus. T h is problem  
enables B aran  and Sweezy to  introduce 
a splendid discussion of the  role played
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by th e  economic activities of the  State, 
the  role of advertising and  the  drive 
to war p reparation  in  prom oting  waste­
ful “outlets”. M ilitary spending and 
capital export though, are p a rtly  self- 
defeating, since the  form er increases 
the profit rate and capital exports p ro ­
duce a re tu rn  flow of profits and in ­
terest.
Much of the technical side of the 
analysis depends, qu ite  rightly , on  the 
degree of m onopoly. But while the 
authors show how this affects the  dis­
tribu tion  of surplus am ong industries, 
they do not discuss in detail the  m ech­
anism by which it influences the  level 
of aggregate surplus. In  th is respect, 
the price and profit policies of large 
corporations are no t a sufficient exp lan ­
ation, as many sectors of the  economy 
do not operate on this basis.
G albraith ’s analysis is close to Baran 
and Sweezy in stressing the  central role 
of oligopoly and the  “ techno-structure" 
which operates it, as well as the  formal 
link between large corporation  and the 
state. G albraith  also stresses the ir ra ­
tionalities of Am erican capitalism . 
However, he pays less a tten tion  to 
"realisation” problem s and m ore to 
m anagem ent problem s: the  role of 
bureaucracy, p lann ing  by the cap ita l­
ist state etc.
Applying B aran and Sweezy to Aus­
tralian  conditions we can note devia­
tions from their “m onopoly capital" 
model (which is after all, the  result 
of a close study of the base and super­
structure of American society). Devia­
tions arise from the trad ition  of Aus­
tralian  vested interest group organisa­
tions operating on a num ber of central 
economic comm and posts and ad hoc 
regulatory agencies. T rue, th e  sort of 
form al integration of big business and 
governm ent detected by Baran-Sweezy 
and G albraith  is now growing up  side 
by side w ith this system. But the  older 
system still persists.
Australia is still an open economy, 
m ore influenced by world trade than
in the  USA. I t  is still in  an  extensive 
phase of developm ent — it rem ains 
largely a frontier economy. W hile the 
m anufacturing sector is h ighly m ono­
polistic, o ther sectors (ru ral industry, 
tertiary  industry, services) are not. 
"Surplus" is probably rising only in 
m anufacturing. Moreover, A ustralia 
has a clever public  service with more 
power and independence from its p o li­
tical masters th an  in the USA. They 
are sure to in troduce certain  piecemeal 
reforms to counter the trends m ention­
ed by Baran and Sweezy: advertisem ent 
taxes, consum ers’ research and discri­
m inatory taxation  to curb profit re ten ­
tion. Such things are no t politically 
possible in  America because of the 
greater power and fanatical adherence 
to laissez faire policies of big business. 
In Australia they are politically pos­
sible: indeed the  role of the  A ustralian 
Labor Party as one p illar of the system 
would definitely be to in troduce them .
B. McFarlane
ON NATIVE GROUNDS: 
AUSTRALIAN WRITING 
FROM MEANJIN 
QUARTERLY,
C. B. Christesen, Editor. 
Angus & Robertson, 494  p.p. 
$6.00.
M E A X JIX  commenced publication  in 
December 1940 as M eunjin Papers: 
Contemporary Queensland Verse — a 
slim eight page pam phlet devoted en ­
tirely to poetry. Clearly its editor, 
Clem Christesen, had  no idea of the 
success which would a ttend  his ven­
ture, nor indeed of exactly what that 
venture was. In  the first issue he wrote 
that M eanjin  would p rin t prose as 
well as verse, oven though lie saw its 
m ain duty as being to “ talk poetry”. 
He wrote: "It is hoped to continue 
publication of this b rochure th ro u g h ­
out the war period — and  perhaps 
well into the Peace.”
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B ut th e  early search for an identity  
for M eanjin  can be seen from the  fact 
th a t w ith th e  second num ber the  sub­
title  became Contemporary Queens­
land Prose and Verse and  with the 
th ird  num ber Contemporary Queens­
land Letters, whereas the fourth  n u m ­
ber saw a reversion to the  subtitle  of 
the  second.
By 1945, however, M eanjin  had m ov­
ed to M elbourne and was bearing the 
im p rin t of the University Press, was 
eighty pages long and carried four 
pages of plates each quarte r. It claim ­
ed a c irculation of four thousand. It 
was now subtitled  A Quarterly of L i t ­
erature  and included a wide range of 
contributions, bo th  from Australia 
and overseas. T h e  m ore distinctive 
M eanjin, the M eanjin  we know to ­
day, had begun to take shape.
Even so, as one looks back through 
the files of the first two volumes (the 
first sixteen num bers) one of the most 
striking things is the way in which 
M eanjin, operating  under war-tim e 
conditions, and being published in  
very lim ited  num bers, was able to 
build  up  a list of contributors who 
were, or who have since become, n a t­
ional or well-known figures. T hey in ­
cluded: Kate Baker, M anning Clark, 
Miles F ranklin , H. M. Green, A. D. 
Hope, Vance and N ettie  Palmer, R.
D. Fitzgerald, Kylie T ennan t, Ju d ith  
W right and Jam es McAuley. An im ­
pressive list by the  standards of any 
A ustralian jou rnal; for one published 
in war-tim e Brisbane, little  short of 
phenom enal.
Now, twenty-odd years later, and 
still under the  editorship  of Christe- 
sen, M eanjin  has produced this an th o ­
logy of writings which appeared in it 
du ring  its first twenty five years. O r at 
least, an anthology of the work of 
A ustralian w riters for M eanjin. T h e  
d istinction is w orth m aking because, 
far m ore th an  any o ther Australian 
quarterly , M eanjin  has established 
contact w ith m ajor overseas writers,
and one of the chief reasons why it 
occupies such an im portan t position 
in the  field of A ustralian culture is 
simply that its consistent effort to 
escape parochialism  has enabled it to 
speak w ith a voice of sophistication 
and  au thority  unparalleled in  our l it­
erary history, and approached p e r­
haps only by Overland. Overseas w rit­
ers who have w ritten  for M eanjin  in ­
clude Ezra Pound, Sean O'Casey, Jean- 
Paul Sartre, Dylan Thom as and C. P. 
Snow. As well, a whole num ber 
(3/1963) was devoted to recent French 
writing.
But of course it is prim arily  as A 
Review  o f Arts and Letters in A us­
tralia (the present subtitle) th a t M ean­
jin  has become famous, and it is this 
aspect of the  journal which this book 
represents so adequately. None of the 
m ateria l in it of course is new — 
some of it, in fact, appeared  nearly 
th irty  years ago. And yet, reading 
th rough  the  book, i t ’s alm ost im pos­
sible to seize upon anything th a t does 
not seem worthy of reprin ting . In ­
deed, one of the most striking things 
abou t the  book is the way in which it 
confirms, even w ith in  the confines of 
a few hun d red  pages, w hat one has 
often thought: th a t the  influence of 
M eanjin  on A ustralian letters and 
cu ltu re  over the  past quarter-century  
has been profound, and on a far more 
serious level th an  the influence exert­
ed by th a t o ther m ajor jou rnal in 
A ustralian history, the  B ulle tin  of the 
1880's and 90’s.
Seminal articles, or articles by w rit­
ers of sem inal im portance, have 
abounded in M eanjin, and several of 
them  appear in  this anthology. Rex 
Ingam ells' “A ustralian O utlook '’ (8/ 
1942) , for instance, where the leader of 
the Jindyw orobak m ovem ent spoke out 
against the  A ustralian tendency to 
“em brace a sickly, irrelevant nostalgia 
for English Society and  Hollywood 
no torie ty”; or A. A. Phillips’ now 
famous “T h e  C u ltu ra l C ringe” (4/ 
1950) , an article  w hich seems to lie
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close to the h eart of M eanjin  and the 
values for which it has stood. David 
M artin 's article on Ju d ah  W aten, 
Frank Hardy and John  M orrison, 
T hree  Realists in Search of Reality" 
(3/1959) was ano ther to break entirely 
new ground, and R. 1). Fitzgerald's 
"Mary Gilmore: Poet and G reat Aus­
tralian" (4/1960) is an essay of great 
interest and im portance: a tr ib u te  from 
one m ajor poet to another.
T hrough  articles of this quality  
(and they have been many) M eanjin, 
whilst it has been forging its own 
identity, has done m ore th an  any 
other contem porary journal to help 
forge an A ustralian iden tity  as well.
One could go on to list fu rth er the 
articles, stories, poems and sketches 
included in this volume from A. D. 
Hope's still very funny review (“C on­
fessions of a Zombie”) of a youthful 
novel by Max H arris (1/1944) , to the 
stories of Vance Palm er, Patrick W hite, 
Peter Cowan, Alan M arshall and 
Judah W aten, and the poems of 
Hope, Douglas Stewart, Gwen H a r­
wood and Ju d ith  W right (who can 
probably be regarded as Aleanjin’s 
great literary "discovery” du rin g  the 
period). These are bu t a fraction of 
the book’s offerings.
I t  would be a mistake though to 
feel th a t the book could in some way 
supersede our fdes of back copies of 
M eanjin, for clearly there  are m any 
tilings Which ju st couldn’t be includ ­
ed. T h e  various “causes” w ith which 
M eanjin  has been associated over the 
years, for instance. One will still have 
to go to the files for issue by issue 
accounts of M eanjin  and  the  Elizabe­
th an  T heatre  T ru st, or the  academic 
recognition of A ustralian lite ra tu re , or 
the Power Bequest. And i t ’s a pity 
that space couldn’t have been found 
for a few more articles: for exam ple, 
N orm an B artle tt’s “ T h e  Necessity of 
the L ittle  Magazine: T h e  A ustralian 
Scene” (2/1948), a p ioneering article 
of great interest, and still no t super­
seded by Jo h n  Tregenza’s recent book, 
Australian L ittle  Magazines. I was 
surprised too not to see Brian Fitz­
patricks "C ounter-revolution in  Aus­
tralian H istoriography?" (2/1963) in ­
cluded. But the biggest omission of 
all, and one which seems impossible to 
understand, is that of Jack Lindsay, 
who has been one of the  most con­
sistent and im portan t of M eanjin  con­
tributors over m any years. Surely he 
counts as an Australian!
L e o n  C a n t r e l l
QUOTATIONS FROM 
CHAIRMAN LBJ, by Wren 
& Shepherd. Simon & 
Schuster, N.Y., 189 p.p.
$2.50.
1 just knew in my heart that it was 
not right for Dick N ixon  to ever be 
President of this country. (LBJ, Oc­
tober 1964)
T his is just one of th e  gems from 
the very latest in little  red  books — a 
record of the m ore m em orable qu o ta ­
tions from the speeches, inusings and 
disgressions of Lyndon Baines Jo h n ­
son. It is indeed a fitting trib u te  to 
the LBJ em pire now in the  last stages 
of its demise. Pocket-sized and sturdily  
bound in red cloth (no cheap Chinese 
plastics for Lyndon, thanks!) it con­
tains over 500 of L yndon’s sayings.
T h e  date and source of each is given 
but no a ttem pt has been m ade to re ­
work the heroic thoughts in to  gram ­
matical English. T ranslators, W ren & 
Shepherd, have merely arranged them  
under such helpful headings as M es­
sianic In fa llib ity , Heroic Exhortations, 
Let a H undred  Flowers Flourish, 
W hite M an’s Burden, etc.
T he book cannot fail to amuse as 
from first (D o n ’t spit in  the  soup. 
W e’ve all got to eat’) to last (I’m  the 
only President you've got) it fairly 
bristles with the  u ltim ate  in Jo h n ­
sonian inanities, trivia and social
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gaffes. For this reason alone it is a 
good investm ent.
Of m ore im portance, however, is 
the clear insight it gives into the 
complete hypocrisy of the  m an who 
portravs him self as a liberal, a cham p­
ion of civil rights legislation and a 
peacemaker. T hanks to the painstak­
ing research of W ren i>; Shepherd. 
Johnson stands condem ned by his 
own words as a bigot, a cynical m ili­
tarist, a m an of little  perception and 
even less compassion.
Have \o u  ever wondered what Jo h n ­
son really thought about negroes, 
peace, V ietnam  and the host of other 
m atters about which he frequently 
m ouths such tired cliches? Quotation» 
from Chairman LB ]  makes it a larm ing­
ly clear. It is a telling indictm ent no 
less of Johnson himself than  of his 
society.
P a t r ic ia  H e a i y
MY SILENT WAR, by Kim 
Philby. Hicks, Smith & Sons, 
158 p.p. $4.25.
T H IS  BOOK by the  m aster Soviet 
spy and arch-traito r to the Anglo- 
A m erican Establishm ent, Kim Philby, 
leaves enough questions unanswered 
to justify the hope th a t it is not his 
last book on the  subject.
No Englishm an has w ritten so 
frankly and contem poraneously about 
the obscurely fascinating intelligence 
net work of B ritish im perialism ; no 
one has been more crushing with an 
inside view of its doom ed elite. Yet 
there is enough of the  English Estab­
lishm ent left in Philby himself to 
lend zeal to his ou tline  of the conflicts 
between Am erican and B ritish in te l­
ligence services, whose m arriage in 
th e  war-tim e 1940’s “doom ed the B rit­
ish services, in  the  long ru n , to jun io r 
status."
Philby played an im portan t p a rt in 
the inner-service political in trigue 
which requ ired  B ritish cultivation of 
the CIA and hoodwinking of the FBI 
of Hoover, whom he describes as a 
m an w ith "a bubble  rep u ta tio n " in 
counter-espionage, bu t a great p o liti­
cian who has pu t his vast dossier file 
on Americans to effective use in de­
fending his “ to ta lita rian  em pire." T he 
Anglo-American intelligence conflict 
emerges sharply when Philby lifts 
the lid on ill-fated attem pts to land 
a force in A lbania to prepare  for an 
invasion and counter-revolution and 
also to drop subversion agents into 
the Soviet Ukraine. Both were com­
plete failures. But Philby leaves little  
doub t, in ou tlin ing  the  b itte r clashes 
between the  B ritish and American 
planners of these forays, th a t the  CIA 
finally engineered the destruction of 
the British-em ployed agents sent to 
the Ukraine, and then  of the  British- 
sponsored U krainian anti-Soviet lead­
er. Stepan Bandera in West Germany.
Despite his m am m oth outw itting 
and now exposure of the B ritish Estab­
lishm ent, Philby curiously retains the 
adm iration  and affection of m any who 
knew him  — if G raham  Greene's p re ­
face to the  book m eans anything. 
Philby evidently displayed all the best 
characteristics of a gentlem an in B rit­
ish upper-class terms. Greene refers 
to "Philby 's enemies" (presum ably the 
Establishm ent hard  core) as though 
they are no friends of Greene either.
All this is an extraordinary  achieve­
m ent for one m an  who likes to sum 
him self up  simply as a Soviet in te lli­
gence officer. It is therefore perhaps 
understandable that, in  w riting  the 
book, his m ain worry seems to be that 
he w on’t be believed. H e is at pains 
to force those m em bers of the  Estab­
lishm ent who read his book (presum ­
ably they would rush  it) to realise 
th a t one of themselves could consist­
ently  and successfully work to defeat 
them  on the basis of the inherent 
weaknesses of their system.
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Philby's chosen career was due not 
to some degeneracy or greed b u t to 
decision to work for th e  Soviet U nion 
as the “fortress” of com m unism ; his 
success was due to his superior skill 
and his m aintenance of all th e  mores 
of the British E stablishm ent except 
the  one most taken for g ranted  — 
patriotism . T h e  realisation of this 
m ust be shattering  to m any in  B ritish 
ru lin g  circles even today. Superficial­
ly, Philby was a classic p roduct of the 
“clever” wing of the  Establishm ent, 
beginning w ith th e  perm issible f lirta ­
tion with the left at Cam bridge. Later 
he took off for th e  Spanish Civil W ar 
. . .  on Franco’s side, and in  the pay 
of T he Times. N a tu ra l—yet un n a tu ra l, 
for he was already a com m itted of­
ficer of Soviet intelligence.
H e succeeded in  en tering  th e  B rit­
ish secret service by invitation , having 
“dropped a few h in ts here and  th ere” 
before heading for France as corres­
pondent in October, 1939. By 1944, 
he was a senior secret service execu­
tive w ith a share in policy making.
Philby will no t even allow unchal­
lenged any suggestion th a t he  m ight 
have had “d iv ided” loyalties as a 
double agent. H is rem arkably success­
ful career in  th e  secret service was 
simply, to him , a "cover jo b ” for his 
real service based on p rio r com m it­
m ent to the Soviet Union.
Evidently by no means an uncritical 
Sovietophile, he indicates th a t he was 
shaken by Stalinist excesses. B ut he 
rejected the tem ptation  to “give u p ” 
or to take the road  of the  “querulous 
outcasts of the  Koestler-Crankshaw- 
M uggeridge variety, ra iling  a t the 
m ovem ent th a t h ad  let me  down — a 
ghastly fate, however lucrative it 
m ight have been.” Philby found  th a t 
despite enormous errors by individual 
leaders, he p refers the  people they 
lead to those uf any o th er m ovem ent.
W hy, theti, lid n ’t Philby  in  the  first 
place coinr l I himself to work in  the
left political m ovement? H is early 
disillusion w ith the B ritish Labor 
Party could have been a norm al spur 
to this. T h e  answer could be in  his 
shock th a t the  “supposedly sophisti­
cated electorate had  been stam peded 
(in 1931) by the cynical propaganda 
of the day.” Philby could no t find 
faith  in  the  political p o ten tia l of the  
British masses: perhaps this is why he 
became a Soviet agent instead of a 
British com m unist. T h ere  is a world 
of difference between th e  two.
A l e c  R o b e r t s o n
THE PUZZLED PATRIOTS, 
by Bruce Muirden. Melbourne 
University Press, 2 00  p.p. 
$6.75.
M UCH PAINSTAK ING RESEARCH 
has gone in to  this com pletely objective 
account of the  arrest and  in ternm ent, 
during  W orld W ar II, of a small 
group of A ustralian-born  citizens, sus­
pected by M ilitary Intelligence of 
conspiring to help  the  Japanese ag­
gressors. Most were m em bers of the 
A ustralia First m ovem ent, whose 
leading figure was P. R . (Inky) Ste- 
phensen.
Stephensen edited a m onthly  p e r­
iodical, The Publicist, founded in 
1936 by W. J. Miles, a well-to-do 
public  accountant and com pany d ir ­
ector. T h e  editorial policy of The  
Publicist was proclaim ed in the  first 
issue: “No w riter will be a w riter 
for this paper unless he  stands defi- 
itely for A ustralia  F irst.” An intense 
dislike, shared by Miles and S tephen­
sen, for all th ings British, ra th e r than  
any great love of country, inspired the 
slogan, “Australia F irst.”
T h e  philosophy espoused by The  
Publicist was a crude, narrow , chau­
vinistic A ustralian nationalism , with 
anti-B ritish, anti-sem itic, anti-com ­
m unist, and pro-fascist overtones. In  
May 1937, when the  organised labor
81
AUSTRALIAN LEFT REVIEW December, 1968
m ovement, recognising the  inherent 
danger to A ustralia’s fu ture  secur­
ity involved in  Jap an ’s undeclared 
war against China, was dem anding 
a boycott of Japanese goods, Stephen- 
sen w rote in  The Publicist: “I say 
let the Japanese have a free hand 
in C hina.” Six m onths later he re ­
tu rned  to this them e, w riting it is 
“far be tte r th a t A ustralia should ride 
w ith Jap an  in the Pacific than  decline 
w ith B rita in  in  the A tlantic.”
From  1938 T h e  Publicist began re ­
prin ting  H itle r’s speeches. At this 
stage W . J. Miles, Stephensen and 
the group centred  on  T h e  Publicist 
were not alone in  their pro-axis sym­
pathies. T h e  Prim e M inister to  be, 
R obert Gordon Menzies, h ad  openly 
expressed his adm iration  for both 
Mussolini and  H itler. As Attorney- 
General in the  Lyons’ M inistry, he 
fram ed coercive measures to compel 
Port Kem bla waterside workers to 
load scrap m etal in to  the  Dalfram  
bound for Jap an . W hen war even­
tuated  R. G. Menzies p u t his pro- 
Axis sym pathies in the  background 
and donned the  m antle  of patrio t.
H ad P. R. Stephensen and his as­
sociates done likewise they may have 
avoided th e ir subsequent fate. T h e  
Com m unist Party, which spearheaded 
the opposition to war and fascism, 
consistently denounced th e  activities 
of Stephensen and The Publicist. In 
April 1939 Stephensen took ou t a 
libel action against the  Com m unist 
W orkers’ W eekly, arising from an 
article and  a poster stating  “Sydney’s 
Nazi U nderw orld.” Stephensen com­
plained th a t he  was portrayed as a  
paid  tra ito r and agent of another n a ­
tion. T h e  W orkers’ W eekly, rep re ­
sented by M r. Clive Evatt, pleaded 
in defence th a t the  article was true, 
was published in the  public  benefit 
and was fair com m ent on  a m atter 
of public  interest. T h e  ju ry  found 
for Stephensen, b u t aw arded the in ­
sulting damages of one farthing.
W ith in  three  years Stephensen had  
been taken in to  custody a t th e  in sti­
gation of M ilitary Police Intelligence 
and in terned  for reasons substantially 
the same as alleged by the W orkers’ 
W eekly. T o  this extent the  C om m un­
ist Party  and the  Workers’ W eekly  
can justifiably claim foresight. T he 
same applies to those workers who 
dem onstrated  violently against the 
Adyar H all m eeting of the A ustralia 
First movement in February 1942, 
when Japanese bombs were already 
falling on Darwin. However, the 
authorities, instead of clam ping down 
on Stephensen and his pro-Axis su p ­
porters, took action against the  real 
patrio ts, his b itte r opponents. James 
M cLoughlin, a waterside worker, and 
A ndrew  Dove, a laborer, were a r ­
rested, charged and convicted of o f­
fensive behavior.
Im petus for the Sydney round-up  
of A ustralia Firsters came from 
Perth , in  a coded telegram  from  
Colonel H . D. Moseley, staff officer 
in  charge of Army Intelligence, W est­
ern Com m and. Colonel Moseley’s 
message to Army Intelligence au th o ri­
ties in Sydney was based on the d e ­
ten tion  of four persons in  Perth , under 
section 13 of the  N ational Security 
Act. T h e ir  deten tion  was instigated 
by Detective-Sergeant G. R. Richards, 
who was then  in charge of the  Special 
(political) B ureau of the  Perth  CIB. 
R ichards subsequently rose to the  post 
of D eputy Director of th e  A ustralian 
Security Intelligence Organisation. He 
played a p rom inen t role in  th e  n o t­
orious Petrov provocation, staged 
against the  labor m ovem ent by R . G. 
Menzies on the  eve of th e  1954 Fed­
eral elections. R ichards based his alle­
gations against th e  four W A de­
tainees on reports furnished by a 
paid  agent, Frederick Jam es Thom as. 
None of the  four W estralians h ad  any 
firm affiliations w ith T h e  Publicist 
group in Sydney, a lthough two of 
them  had  sent letters. All th e  evidence 
points to Thom as, who was p a id  £5
8 2
AUSTRALIAN LEFT REVIEW December, 1968
a week by R ichards, acting as an  agent 
provocateur; as defence counsel for 
the  four pu t it, “ No Thom as, no con­
spiracy.”
Some of the  m ost lu rid  and  sensa­
tional evidence provided by R ich­
ards and Thom as in  the  conspiracy 
tria l form ed the  m ain  content of 
Colonel Moseley’s telegram  to Sydney.
T h e  officer who w ould norm ally 
have had  responsibility for acting on 
the  Perth message was L ieutenant- 
Colonel J. M. Prentice. In  civilian life, 
Prentice had been a rad io  com m en­
ta to r on foreign affairs over station 
2UW  in Sydney and a con tribu to r to 
the  Cheesecake magazine M an. In 
his speeches and  w ritings, Prentice 
pursued a b itte rly  anti-com m unist, 
strongly pro-appeasem ent line. An 
issue of M an  h ad  to be  recast in  Sep­
tem ber 1939 and a radio  com m entary 
cancelled in which Prentice explained 
Germ any would not go to war. H ow ­
ever, in  the absence of Prentice, for 
whom it m ust surely have created 
some embarrassm ent, th e  P erth  mes­
sage went to form er advertising agent 
L ieutenant-Colonel R eginald Powell 
for action.
A uthor Bruce M uirden relates how 
Powell, accompanied by o ther m em ­
bers of arm y and m ilitary  police in ­
telligence, went to the  Intelligence 
index, which listed the names of 
60 m embers and sym pathisers of the 
A ustralia First Movement. From  this 
index, M ajor T yrell chose 20 names, 
four of which were struck ofE by 
Lieutenant-C olonel Powell.
No clear reason was ever estab­
lished as to the  grounds on w hich the 
20 were selected or on w hat grounds 
the four were reprieved. I t  seems 
from subsequent proceedings th a t the 
choice, to a great degree, was purely  
arb itrary . In the  cooler atm osphere of 
the  post-war years, when th e  inci­
d en t was reviewed in  retrospect by
a Commission of Inquiry , headed by 
Mr. Justice Clyne, i t  was found tha 
eight of the  internees had  been u n ­
justifiably detained. Mr. Justice Clyne 
recom m ended to the Governm ent that 
they be aw arded compensation.
T he most significant aspect of the 
whole incident, which provides 
grounds for serious th ough t today, is 
the am ount of power wielded by the 
so-called security forces. Secret police 
spying on the  peace, dem ocratic, stu d ­
en t and labor m ovements, is on a m uch 
vaster scale than  it was in  the  m id ­
war period. So m uch so th a t one State 
Prem ier can claim  to have access to 
dossiers on 16,000 people, as com ­
pared w ith the  60 names available to 
Lieutenant-Colonel Powell in  1942.
Furtherm ore, repressive am end­
m ents to the  Defence Act have estab­
lished a death  penalty  for treason 
no t only to A ustralia, b u t some fo r­
eign power, proclaim ed to be A ustra­
lia's friend and ally.
T h e  au th o r may no t agree w ith his 
conclusion, since he  states a t the end 
of his book th a t he  leaves the  answers 
to questions raised there in  to others. 
H e states th a t he  has a ttem pted  to 
follow Dr. Elton's precept, which re ­
gards it as an error to “study the  past 
for the light it throws on the  p re ­
sent.’’ Be th a t as it may, the  reader 
will find p lenty  of m ateria l for ser­
ious thought about issues which loom 
large today, such as freedom  of con­
science, freedom to oppose governm ent 
policy on foreign affairs. T h e  broader 
question of w hat justified  the exer­
cise of such freedom  and  w hat ju s ti­
fies its restrain t, is outside the scope 
of the a u th o r’s work. Nevertheless it 
is sure to stim ulate some deeper 
thought on these curren tly  im portan t 
topics. It is a book to be comm ended 
to all students and others interested 
in A ustralian history.
E. W . C a m p b e l l
Conference o f the Left
A L R  is pleased to publish the initial announcement by sponsors 
of a conference of left and anti-estabiishment forces.
A L R  was one of a number of journals invited to express opinions 
on this project. The Editorial Board expresses support and will 
be undertaking a number of projects through its page# which it 
believes will stimulate discussion on im portant issues for the left 
to consider.
Many Australians are discontented with the condition of 
society today, and their number is growing. This discontent is 
wide-ranging and deep. Its range includes
•  The economic set-up with its inequalities, injustices, and the 
uncontrolled power over people’s lives centred in the con­
trollers of private corporations and government bureaucra­
cies.
•  Encroachments upon civil liberties inherent in the existing 
political structure and control.
•  The quality of life in a society manipulated by private and 
government controllers whose values are essentially commer­
cialised and profit-directed.
•  A false order of national priorities, which is alienating 
national resources to foreign and Australian monopoly 
corporations, and subordinating education, cultural standards, 
health and other services to the interests of investors and 
to ever-increasing military spending.
•  Foreign and defence policies that have already embroiled 
Australia in the unjust war of aggression against the Viet­
namese people and will continue the nation on a collision 
course with the forces of national liberation in Asia and 
elsewhere.
•  The condition of the oppressed Aboriginal minority, the 
conservative policies towards New Guinea’s independence, 
and the depressed status of many immigrants in our society.
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•  The great and growing gap between the Establishment’s 
expressed ideals and moral values, on the one hand, and 
the realities of society on the other.
These and other issues confronting Australians find express­
ion in many movements of action and protest, including the 
continuing struggle of industrial and white collar workers and 
unions; defence of civil liberties; the peace movement in oppo­
sition to the Vietnam war; the fight of Aborigines and their sup­
porters for land, equal wages and rights; the actions of teachers 
and students for education reform, and many others. Activists 
in these movements are realising that radical social change is 
essential.
Believing this, the undersigned have agreed jointly to sponsor 
a conference of left and anti-establishment forces in Australia 
in the first half of 1 969. Our purpose is to provide a forum for 
an exchange between all the different views opposed to the 
existing social system and establishment policies in Australia.
The conference would aim to provide a platform for all 
parties, organisations, trends and individuals opposed to the 
structure, policies and values of our society, challenging them 
all to move from generalities to propose concepts of how to 
effect radical social change.
W e believe that such a conference can be both dialogue and 
preparation for more effective counter-action by the left. We 
would hope that all concerned with these issues would partici­
pate.
W e will meet before the end of the year to consider the 
conference in detail— its date, venue, structure and preparation. 
In the meantime, we invite all interested political parties, trade 
unions, organisations, groups and individuals to express their 
opinions to the sponsors. All interested people should either 
write to the Conference Committee, C /- Box A 247, Sydney 
South Post Office, 2000, or contact any individual sponsor 
whose name appears over the page:
QUEENSLAND:
Mrs. Norma Chalmers, 390 Manly Road, Manly, 4179.
Dave Guthrie, Box 90, University of Queensland, 4067.
Alice Hughes, 1 5 Meecham Street, Grange, 405 1.
Brian Laver, 124 Whitmore Street, Taringa, 4066.
Alec Macdonald, Trades Hall, Brisbane, 4000.
Frank Nolan, Trades Hall, Brisbane, 4000.
Dan O’Neill, Box 90, University of Queensland, 4067.
Mitch Thomson, 124 Whitmore Street, Taringa, 4066.
Peter Wertheim, Philosophy Dept., University of Q ’land, 4067.
NEW SOUTH WALES AND A .C .T .:
Laurie Aarons, 168 Day Street, Sydney, 2000.
John Benson, 289 Sussex Street, Sydney, 2000.
Tassie Bull, 33 Grosvenor Street, Woollahra, 2025.
Rowan Cahill, 36 Wangoola Street, Gordon, 2072.
Norm Docker, 52 Phillip Street, Sydney, 2000.
Miss Flo Davis, 25 West Street, Petersham, 2049.
Robin Gollan, 10 Pelsart Street, Red Hill, A.C.T., 2603.
Ray Miller, C /- Trades Hall, Newcastle, 2300.
R. Rhimes, Machine Shop Office, Eveleigh Loco Works, Red- 
fern, 201 6.
Dick Scott, 126 Chalmers Street, Surry Hills, 2010.
Dick Thompson, 64 Cliff Road, Epping, 2121.
Andrew Watson, 34A  Miriam Road, Denistone, 2114.
VICTORIA:
John Arrowsmith, Box 135, 141 Nicholson Street, Carlton, 3053. 
Laurie Carmichael, 1 74 Victoria Pde., East Melbourne, 3002. 
Alastair Davidson, Dept, of Politics, Monash University, 3168.  
Doug Kirsner, 28 Spray Street, Elwood, 3184.
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Aarons, Eric: CZECHOSLOVAK A C TIO N  PROGRAM 4 1968 8-17
Aarons, Laurie C H IN A ’S T E N  YEARS 3 1966 25-31
Allan, W illiam U.S. LA B O R ’S 1967 W AGE APPROACH 1 1967 27-31
B„ S. MIDDLE EAST BACKGROUND 4 1967 67-72
Dixon, R ichard T H E  23rd CONGRESS OF T H E  CPSU 1 1966 16-23
Ledda Romano ITA LIA N  STUD EN TS IN REVOLT 6 1968 14-19
Lippm an, Lorna ABORIGINES OF INDIA 6 1967 63-68
M artin, H enri FR A N C E -T O W A R D S A LEFT CO A LITIO N 4 1967 63-66
M ortim er, Rex INDONESIA—A YEAR A FTER T H E  COUP 3 1966 46-51
M ortim er, Rex INDONESIA’S ECONOMIC PROSPECTS 3 1967 35-39
Praed, Max AN AM ERICAN DILEM M A 3 1968 36-41
Salmon, Malcolm TW O  YEARS OF ESCALATION 1 1967 9-14
Salmon, Malcolm V IE T N A M -T H E  PROSPECTS? 4 1967 8-14
Salmon, Malcolm FRENCH PERSPECTIVES 4 1968 18-29
Salmon, Malcolm B U R C H E T T  SPEA K S-IN TER V IEW 5 1968 4-10
Slovo, Joe SO U TH ER N  A FR IC A -A R M ED  STRUGGLE 5 1968 61-70
T aft, Bernie ONE YEAR A FTER 3 1968 57-65
T ravin, H. WARSAW G H E T T O  UPRISING 2 1968 46-51
W aten, Ju d ah YIDDISH C U L T U R E  IN  T H E  W EST 3 1966 52-57
Anon. T H E  BLACK REBELLION 5 1967 13-17
Aarons, Brian 
Cahill, Rowan 
Duncan, Peter
AUSTRALIA
H annan, G rant 
Kirsner, Douglas 
O ’Brien, Peter 
Thom pson, Mitch
A SYMPOSIUM—STU D EN T ACTIVISM 4 1968 30-53
Bacon, T ed ABORIGINES STRUGGLE: A NEW  STAGE 1 1967 52-57
Campbell, Ernie W HEN AU STRALIA SAID NO! 2 1966 26-31
Cooper, Jim EDUCA TIO N IN  NEW  GUINEA 2 1967 60-64
Dixon, R ichard ISSUES IN LABOR CON FLICT 1 1967 34-39
Fry, Eric CO N SC R IPTIO N  T H E N  AND NOW 3 1966 34-39
Gollan, W. STATE AID: R E -T H IN K IN G  T H E  ISSUES 5 1967 59-63
Kerr, Pam ela SINK OR SWIM 6 1967 49-56
Johnston Elliott DEM O CRATIC R IG H T S C H A R TER 6 1968 9-13
Laver B rian BEHIND STU D EN T ACTION 3 1968 22-25
Lockwood R up :rt RACISM AND M ILITARISM 6 1968 53-61
Moss, Jim STRAINS IN  GO VERNM ENT C O A LITIO N 5 1967 31-37
Mountjoy, W. D R O U G H T —IT  CAN BE BEATEN 1 1966 24-31
Nelson, Roy CITIES FO R  T H E  FU TU R E 4 1966 46-49
Onlooker T H E  C O N T IN U IN G  ALP CRISIS 1 1966 43-49
Playford John CIVILIAN M ILITA R ISTS 6 1968 33-46
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Robertson, Alec FO REIG N POLICY AND ITS D IST O R T IO N 2 1966 3-11
Robertson, Mavis C ON SCRIPTION 1 1966 IM S
Robertson, Mavis STAYING ON A T SCHOOL 2 1968 52-58
Ross, Edgar AUSTRALIA AND 1917 4 1967 40-44
Salmon, Malcolm FO REIG N  POLICY—W H A T  NOW? 3 1968 52-56
Teichm ann, Max A FTER  VIETNAM  W HAT? 5 1968 11-26
Zangalis, George IM M IG R A TIO N  AND T H E  LABOR 
MOVEMENT 5 1967 46-52
Baird, Jim
ECONOMIC
BUD GET PROSPECTS 4 1968 66-71
Dixon, R. DEVALUATION AND D O LLA R CURBS 1 1968 16-21
Kirk, R obert AID ING T H E  T H IR D  W ORLD 3 1967 40-46
Kuczynski, Ju rgen A G R IC U LTU R E AND SOCIALIST 
C O N STRU CTIO N 4 1966 28-29
T aft, Bernie CHANGES IN M ODERN CAPITALISM 1 1966 1-10
T aft, Bernie EX PL O IT A T IO N  IN  A FFLU EN T SOCIETY 2 1967 9-15
Charlesw orth, Max 
Clareborough, Leo 
Garaudy, Roger 
Kenny, Denis
SOCIAL AND PO LITICA L
A SYMPOSIUM
M A RXIST-CHRISTIA N DIALOGUE 6 1967 7-27
M arstin, Ron 
Stanfield, B rian 
Aarons, Eric SO CIALISM -ONLY ONE PARTY? 4 1966 34-40
Aarons, Eric CENSORSHIP AND SOCIALISM 5 1968 47-54
Bacon, T ed ON SELF D E T ER M IN A T IO N 5 1968 40-46
C antrell, Leon KARL MARX SYMPOSIUM 5 1967 64-69
Davidson, Alastair A N TO N IO  GRAMSCI: T H E  MAN Part 1 1 1968 51-63
AN TO NIO GRAMSCI: T H E  MAN P art 2 2 1968 59-70
Davidson, Alastair GRAMSCI'S MARXISM 8 1968 42-51
Davidson, Alastair GRAMSCI ON T H E  PA RTY 5 1968 55-60
Docker, Norm W ORKERS AND IN TELLEC TU A LS 2 1967 22-26
Gibson, R alph DEMOCRACY AND STRUGGLE 3 1968 17-21
Marek, Franz MARCUSE: AN ASSESSMENT 4 1968 54-65
M orris, Dave TECH N O LO G ICA L R E V O L U T IO N - 
A MYTH? 1 1968 35-41
Origlass, N. SOCIALISM—A T R A N SITIO N A L  POLICY 1 1967 40-46
Piayford, John PO LITIC A L SCIENTISTS AND T H E  CIA 2 1968 14-28
Richta, Rodovan T H E  SCIENTIFIC AND TEC H N O LO G IC A L 
R EV O LU TIO N 3 1967 54-67
Schaff, Adam T H E  SCIENCE OF MAN 4 1967 45-50
Sendy, John DEMOCRACY AND T H E  COM M UN IST 
PARTY 1 1966 34-42
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Sendy, John SOCIALISM AND T H E  PARTY SYSTEM 3 1967 47-53
Sendy, Jo h n DEMOCRACY AND SOCIALISM 3 1968 8-16
T aft, Bernie KARL M ARX SYMPOSIUM 6 1967 57-62
T hom pson W illie “T H E  W R ET C H E D  OF T H E  E A R T H ”. 6 1968 62-73
W hite, Douglas SOCIALISM: T H E  NEW  BASE 1 1967 47-51
W illiam s, Victor A LIEN A TIO N  AND INDUSTRY 3 1967 13-16
Interview GEORGY LUKACS 3 1968 66-71
COM M ENT
on curren t political events has appeared  in  each 
issue com m encing No. 3 1966.
TRAD E UNIONS
Carm ichael, L.
Clancy, Pat 
Dixon, R.
H utson Tack 
G„ J.
SYMPOSIUM—A U TO M A TIO N  AND T H E  
TR A D E UNIONS 4 1966 8-20
P., R.
W right, T . 
Baker, W. A. T H E  SH IFT  IN  BASIC WAGE ‘PR IN C IPLES' 1 1966 50-57
Brown, Roii NEW  W AGE S T R U C T U R E - 
T H E  CHALLENGE 4 1967 15-20
Cade, Jack W H E R E ’S T H E  ACTU HEADING? 3 1967 8-12
Clancy, Pat TR A D E UNIONS: TODAY’S CHALLENGE 2 1966 42-48
Gifford, Charlie T H E  AW U AND T H E  ACTU 3 1966 40-44
H utson, Jack W A G E S-W H A T  NEXT? 1 1968 9-15
Ogden Max LOOK ING A T  T H E  UNIONS 6 1968 47-52
Symon, Peter C O N TA IN ER ISA TIO N : M EETIN G  T H E  
CHALLENGE 2 1967 49-54
T aft. Bernie NEW  T U R N  FO R T H E  ACTU 5 1967 9-12
W right, Tom M ETAL W AGE STRUGGLE 2 1968 8-13
Allison, E.
T H E  ARTS
BEHIND T H E  FILM  FESTIVALS 2 1966 21-25
C antrell, Leon READ ANY STORIES LATELY? 2 1968 40-45
C ounihan, Noel T H E  A R T  OF H O N O R E DAUM IER 5 1967 38-45
Gibson, R alph A R T  AND T H E  B A TTLE OF IDEAS 4 1966 50-55
H ew ett Dorothy T H E  JO U R N EY  OF HENRY LAWSON 
Part 1 3 1967 29-34
T H E  JO U R N EY  OF HENRY LAWSON 
Part 2 4 1967 56-62
Lucius M OORE AND M ODERN SCULPTURE 4 1967 32-39
M anifold, John T H E A T R E 3 1967 78-80
Milliss Roger T H E A T R E  IN  T H E  LUCKY COUNTRY 6 1967 41-48
Smith, R. C A RTO O N ISTS OF AUSTRALIA 1 1968 42-50
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Interview SIQUEIROS ON A R T 2 1967 39-48
Prints GUERNICA 1 1966 32-33
H IR O SH IM A  PANELS 2 1966 32-33
FAMOUS A N TI-C O N SC R IPTIO N  CARTOONS
1916-1917 3 1966 32-33
EUREKA ANNIVERSARY 4 1966 32-33
T H E  A R T  OF SIQUEIROS 2 1967 39-42
A R T  PR O TE ST IN G  AGAINST W AR AND 
OPPRESSION 1 1967 32-33
A SELECTION OF M ODERN 
MEXICAN A R T 4 1968 39-42
PROFILES
L ardner, Tom FRED PATERSON 2 1966 49-55
McNeil, Jim TED  DICKINSON 4 1966 41-45
Moody, Theo. BILL PARKINSON 1 1968 64-69
Tattersell, Joyce JO E  McGUINESS 5 1967 53-58
W aten, Ju d ah REV. FRANK HA RTLEY 2 1967 55-59
W ood, W. A. FREDERICK MAY 3 1966 8-14
Anon. T EIL H A R D  DE C HA RDIN 6 1967 28-29
R O G ER  GARAUDY 6 1967 29-30
T R IB U T E  T O  LANCE SHARKEY 3 1967 1-3
MISCELLANEOUS
Aldridge, Jam es 
Ayres, Fred, R . 
Nolan, F rank 
O liphant, M. I . 
Prichard, K atharine SYMPOSIUM-1917-1967 5 1967 18-26
Susannah 
Street, Jessie, I I . 
W right, Tom  
M acindoe, S. L,
Finger, Alan, Dr. T H E  PILL 2 1967 16-21
“H eraclitus" NEW  FR O N TIER S IN  PSYCHIATRY 2 1966 34-41
W ood, W. A. SEX AND M ORALITY 4 1967 51-55
W H A T  TH EY 'R E SAYING A B O U T US 3 1966 45
Docum ent PR O TO C O L FO R T H E  P R O H IB IT IO N  
OF T H E  USE IN  W A R  OF ASPHYX­
IA TIN G , POISONOUS O R  O T H E R  
GASES, AND OF BACTERIOLOGICA L 
M ETHOD S OF W ARFARE 2 1966 64
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DISCUSSION
Aarons, Eric 
Analyst 
Brown, R,
B„ A.
B .,J .
Bacon, E. A. 
Baird, J.
Baird, J.
Brown, W. J. 
Carey, B. T . 
Carr, K. 
C antieni, G.
C„ S.
C ..J .
Clements, H 
Clancy, Pat 
Clancy, Pat 
Clarke, J.
Colanti
C olanti 
Colanti 
Cooper, Jim  
Cooper, Jim 
Cooper, S. 
C ounihan, N. 
Crow, M.
Crow, M.
Crow, M. 
Davidson, A 
Dawson, D.
Dem ocritus 
Docker, N.
Donovan, K.
W „ E.
Freehill, Norm an 
Gifford, C. 
Gollan, WT.
DEMOCRACY AND FACTIONS 3 1966 19
REVISIONISM 6 1968 27
R U R A L M ECHANISATION 1 1967 15
NEW  GUINEA EDUCATION 3 1967 23
EQ U A LITY —NA TIO NS AND PA R TIES 6 1968 23
LAND R IG H T S FOR ABORIGINES 2 1968 34
W ORK VALUE CASE 6 1967 39
PROF. ROSE ON ENGELS 4 1967 29
SYDNEY EXPERIENCE 1 1968 27
T H E  PUBLIC SERVICE 2 1968 31
IN DEFENCE OF MARXISM 1 1967 24
A R T IST IC  FREEDOM  2 1967 33 
DEMOCRACY AND T H E  COM M UNIST
PA RTY 2 1966 1^
FROM  BIRTH D A Y  COM M ENTS 3 1967 27
P IL O T ’S STRIKE 1 1967 21
UN IO N  AM ALGAM ATION 4 1966 24
M ETAL TRADES STRUGGLE 2 1968 29
W ORKERS AND IN TELLEC TU A LS 2 1967 36
TEC H N O LO G IC A L REVOLUTION :
M ORE MYTHS 3 1968 26
W HY CZECHOSLOVAKIA? 5 1968 28
CZECHOSLOVAKIA-BASIC CAUSES 6 1968 30
N.G. DEV ELO PM EN T 3 1968 30
ED U C A TIO N  IN NEW  GUINEA 5 1968 34
DISSENT ON CUBAN W R IT IN G  3 1968 34
PICASSO 3 1966 17
W7ICKED W ASTE 4 1967 27
A GENERAL M O TO RS TO W N  PLAN 1 1967 19
T H E  LIB ER TY  T O  C O N TR O L  5 1968 36
ON T H E  “NEW  LO O K ” CPA 6 1967 31 
INDIVIDUALISM  AND COLLECTIVE
A C TIO N  2 1967 37
NEW  FR O N T IE R S IN  PSYCHIATRY 4 1966 21
W O R K ER  IN T E LL EC T U A L  AND
SOCIALISM 4 1967 23
W H A T  IS A M ARXIST APPROACH? 2 1967 29
A M A JO R PR IN C IPL E  6 1968 25
M A NUFACTURED MENACE 5 1968 30
E X PL O IT A T IO N  ON T H E  INCREASE 5 1967 27
COU NTER-ESCA LA TIO N 2 1967 29
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Gollan, W. STA TE AID AND EQ UA LITY OF 
O PPO R TU N ITY 3 1968 32
Gould, L. H. PSYCHOANALYSIS 3 1966 21
Hatfield, H. DISCRIM INA TIO N 2 1968 30
Hawkins, C. A. ACTU AND T H E  W H IT E  COLLAR 
W ORKERS 6 1967 31
H enderson, J. B. SELF-D ETERM IN A TIO N  QUALIFIED 6 1968 20
H „ F. FROM  BIRTHDA Y COM M ENTS 3 1967 27
L„ K. COM MUNISTS AND A R T 1 1967 20
Lejeune M ORE ON A R T 2 1967 35
Lockwood, B. MORE ON W OM EN 6 1967 34
Lorkin, Max ECONOMIC CRISIS 4 1966 26
Loye, L. TECH NOLOG Y AND T R A N SPO R T  
W ORKERS 1 1968 32
M cArthur,K . PRESERVING O U R SU RFING BEACHES 3 1967 19
McDonald, C. A C A TH O LIC VIEW 2 1968 33
M cIntyre, J. M. D O U B T OF AFFLUENCE 3 1967 27
M anifold, J. T H E  PIPES OF PAN 2 1967 31
M anifold, John N O T  T H A T  HE NEEDS DEFENDING 1 1968 29
Michael, H. EMERGENCY SIT U A TIO N S’ DISPUTED 2 1967 38
M.B.O. W OM EN AND EQUALITY 6 1967 32
M orrish, Bob STU D EN T ACTIVISM 5 1968 27
Moss, Jim CAPITALISM'S CURRENCY CRISIS 2 1968 36
M ortim er, Rex DEMOCRACY AND T H E  COM M UNIST 
PARTY 2 1966 14
M undey, J. BUILDERS' LABORERS AND MARGINS 3 1968 29
Olive, K. DO CTO RS’ FEES AND H E A L T H  SERVICE 
REFORM 4 1967 21
O N., J. TRA D E UNIONS 3 1966 22
Parram atta  Branch C H IN A ’S "CULTURAL R E V O L U T IO N ’’ 4 1966 26
Penberthy A R T  AND T H E  W ORKERS 3 1967 21
Peterkin, B. FIVE CENTS A RIDE 3 1967 17
P .,J . FROM  BIRTHDA Y COM M ENTS 3 1967 27
Playford, John MORE ON CIA 3 1968 35
Purse, F. UNION AM ALGAM ATIONS 2 1967 35
Robertson, M SOCIALISM AND DEMOCRACY 5 1967 29
R obertson Mavis 1948-1968 6 1968 28
Rose Frederick UNLUCKY AUSTRALIANS 5 1968 38
S., M. TRADE UNIONS 3 1966 22
Sendy, J. EYL ANNIVERSARY 1 1967 22
Silver, C. KEYNESIAN CAPITALISM 2 1968 38
Speers, L. E. FOR AM ALGAM ATION 5 1968 32
Stacey, R onald TO W N  PLANNING? 1 1968 31
Stanton, R. M ORE ON T H E  PILL 3 1967 27
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T aft, B. T H E  N A TU R E  OF MARXISM 2 1967 27
T iller-T oiler-T eller LEISURE AND W ORK 4 1967 31
T h o rn to n , E. M IG R A N TS AND UNIONS 6 1967 37
Tsounis, M. M IG RA N TS AND T H E  W O RK  FORCE 6 1967 35
W att, Alf ECONOM IC CRISIS 3 1966 16
W att, Alf W O R LD  M E E TIN G  OF M ARXIST i
ECONOM ISTS 1 1967 26
W att. Alf T A L E N T  O R  TREASON? 2 1967 33
W hite, D. IDEOLOGY OF IN TELLECTU A LS 3 1967 26
W illiams, R. REA LIST PR O TE ST 3 1968 34
W illiam s, V A U TO M A T IO N  AND T H E  CLASS 
STRUG GLE 4 1967 25
W illm an, Colin UN IONISM  ON T H E  CHEAP? 1 1967 16
W ilson, A. E. A m a l g a m a t i o n  a n d
FR A G M EN TA TIO N 1 1967 18
W right, T . M ETAL TR A D E UNIONS 5 1968 32
Anon. LAW SON IN  W.A. 4 1967 24
FRENCH ASSESSMENTS 1 1968 25
Albinski, H  S. 
B ill Gollan
BOOK REVIEWS
(Reviewer’s nam e appears in  italics)
AUSTRALIAN POLICIES AND A T T IT U D E S 
TOW ARDS CH IN A 3 1966 62
Ainosoff, N. M. RUSSIAN SURGEON 3 1967 76
Leon Cantrell
Ashbolt, Allan AN AM ERICAN EXPERIENCE 1 1966 62
D M .
B aran and Sweezy M ONOPOLY CAPITAL 6 1968 76
Bruce McFarlane
Bergen, John SUCCESS AND FAILURE OF PICASSO 1 1966 59
H . M cClintock
Borger, R. and T H E  PSYCHOLOGY OF LEA RNING 4 1967 78
Seaborne, A E. M. 
P.D.
Bottom ore, T  B. 
John Sendy
C R IT IC S OF SOCIETY: RADICAL
T H O U G H T  IN  N O R T H  AM ERICA 2 1968 72
Brash, Donald AM ERICAN INV ESTM EN T IN AUSTRALIA 2 1967 78
R o n  Brown
Brome, Vincent T H E  IN T E R N A T IO N A L  B RIG A D ES-SPA IN 4 1966 62
Sam Aarons
B urton, Brian TEA C H  T H E M  NO MORE 2 1968 80
Janice Nash
Cameron, B.
H enry Carroll
T H E  T H E O R Y  OF NA TIO N A L 
INCOM E AND DEVELOPM ENT 4 1966 57
C am pbell and FREEDOM  IN  AUSTRALIA 1 1967 62
W hitm ore 
A legal 
correspondent
Carey, Alex. OF PROFESSORS AND PACIFICATION 3 1968 79
A non.
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C arr, E. FI.
Edgar Ross 
Chesneaux, Jean
C. P. Fitzgerald 
Ch>-i‘ .esen, C. B.
Ed
•on Cantrell
C hurchw ard, L. G.
D. Davies 
Clark, Gregory
M alcolm Salmon 
Cohen, J. M.
]■]■
Collins, Betty
Joyce H aw kins  
Connell, R. W. and 
Gould, F lorence 
T. M oody  
Cooper, Jim
Tokua Lapun  
Dalziel, A llan
R ex M ortim er  
Deutscher, Isaac
E.A.
Deutscher, Isaac
T ed  Bacon 
Fanon, Frantz
M alcolm Salmon  
Finkelstein, Sidney 
R.W.
Frankland, Mark 
E.A.
Fraser, R onald 
J. Baird  
Fu lbrigh t, J. W m.
G. S. M oore  
G araudy, Roger
Tom  Nash 
Goldsm ith and Mackay
H. Silverstone  
Hagan, J.
E. C. Fry 
H ardy, Frank 
A .R .
H ardy, Frank
Ray W illiams 
H igham , C. &
W'ilding, M.
Janice Nash 
Horowitz, David 
W. A . W ood  
Hughes, John  
M . B urnham  
H utson, J.
Ray Clarke
Subject Volume
T H E  BOLSHEVIK R E V O LU TIO N  2 1967
Pages
67
T H E  VIETNAM ESE N A TIO N 2 1967 65
ON NATIVE GROUNDS: AUSTRALIAN 
W R IT IN G  FRO M  M EAN JIN  
QUARTERLY 6 1968 78
CON TEM PORARY SOVIET GO VERNM ENT 4 1968 73
IN  FEAR OF CHIN A 2 1968 71
W R ITE R S IN T H E  NEW  CUBA 2 1968 73
T H E  COPPER CRUCIBLE 1 1966 64
PO LITIC S OF T H E  E X T R EM E  R IG H T 4 1968 75
T H E  CHALLENGE OF NEW  GUINEA 3 1966> 61
EV A TT T H E  ENIGM A 1 1968 70
STALIN 1 1967 64
T H E  UNFINISHED REV O LU TIO N 6 1967 69
T H E  W R ETC H ED  OF T H E  EA R TH 5 1967 75
EXISTENTIA LISM  AND A LIEN A TIO N
IN  AM ERICAN L IT E R A T U R E  3 1967 72
KH RUSHCHEV 1 1967 64
W ORK 4 1968 80
T H E  ARROGANCE OF PO W ER  2 1968 74
FROM  ANATHEM A T O  DIALOGUE 1 1968 22
T H E  SCIENCE OF SCIENCE 2 1967 72
PR IN T E R S AND PO LITIC S 5 1967 75
T H E  UNLUCKY AUSTRALIANS 4 1968 7f
PO W ER W IT H O U T  GLORY 5 1968 77
AUSTRALIANS ABROAD l 1968 72
C O N TA IN M EN T AND R E V O LU TIO N  3 1968 76
INDONESIAN UPHEAVAL 5 1968 71
PENAL COLONY TO  PENAL POW ERS 4 1966 6!
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Isaac. J . E. and A U STRALIAN LABOR RELA TIO N S 4 1967 77
Ford, G .W.
]. H utson
Karol, K. S. C H IN A —T H E  O T H E R  COMMUNISM 6 1967 78
John Sendy
Kelly, J . H. STRU G G LE FO R  T H E  N O R T H 2 1966 56
R obert Kirk
■Keneally, Thom as B R IN G  LARKS AND HEROES 1 1968
K erin Cantrell
Kenny, Denis T H E  C A TH O LIC  CH U R C H  AND
P. L. Eldar FREEDOM 5 1967 77
Jean  Lacoutre HO C H I M IN H 6 1968 74
Lorraine Salmon
Lowerstein, O. T H E  SENSES 4 1967 78
P.D.
Labedz and Hayward ON T R IA L : T H E  CASE OF DA NIEL AND
Leon Cantrell SINYAVSKY 3 1968 74
M arshall, J . and JO URNEY AM ONG MEN 4 1966 56
Drysdale, R.
/•  T.
McCoy, Charles A. A PO LITIC A L PO LITICS: A C R IT IQ U E
4 1968 72Play ford, John OF BEHAVIORALISM
John Sendy
2 1968 76M acDonell, Freda BEFORE K IN G ’S CROSS
T om  Nash
61M cGregor, Craig PR O FILE OF AUSTRALIA 1 1967
M . Robertson
75M ann, Cecil HENRY LAW SON’S BEST STORIES 2 1967
J. M anifold
2 1966 59M artin , David T H E  KING BETW EEN
D. M ortier
62M arshall, A. J. (ed) T H E  G R EA T E X T ER M IN A T IO N 2 1966
Joyce Tattersell
Millar,' T . B. T H E  C OM M ON W EALTH AND T H E
4 1967 79L.N.C. U N ITE D  NATIONS
M itford, Nancy
4 1967 75John M anifold T H E  SUN KING
Moore, J. B arrington SOCIAL ORIG INS OF D IC T A T O R SH IP AND
73John Sendy DEMOCRACY 5 1968
M organ, John T H E  LIFE AND ADVENTURES OF
6 1967 76John M anifold W ILLIAM  BUCKLEY
M orphett, Tony DYNASTY 1 1968 75
Tom  Lardner
5 1967 72M phahlele, Ezekiel AFRICAN W R IT IN G  TODAY
Hazel Jones
5 1967 79M yrdal, Jan R E P O R T  FROM  A CHINESE VILLAGE
E. A . Bacon
6 1968 82M uirden Bruce T H E  PUZZLED PA TR IO TS
E. W. Campbell
1 1968 76Newfield, Jack A P R O PH E T IC  M IN ORITY
G. S. Moore
Pike, Douglas AU STRALIAN DICTIONARY OF
3 1967 69M .W . BIOGRAPHY
Philby Kim MY SILEN T W AR 6 1968 81
Alec Robertson
5 1967 70Prichard, K atharine SUBTLE FLAME
Susannah
M ena Calthorpe
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Renshaw, Patrick 
Shirley W akeman  
Revelman, M orris 
C. D. Slarrs 
Roderick, Colin 
L.N.C.
Rolf. H ylda 
E.W .C.
Rose Frederick 
.A .H .
Rowley, C. D.
Jim  Cooper 
Salisbury, Flarrison
E.A.
Sayers, C. F.
M .W .
Schneir, W. & M.
Tom  Lardner  
Schramm, Stuart
E.A.
Semmler, C.
Joseph Collins 
Sem prun, Jorge 
Lorraine Salmon 
Serventy, Vincent 
Dodo 
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Smith, A nthony D.
J. H utson  
Street, Jessie
Joyce Tattersell 
Stubbs, John
Tom  Lardner  
Sutcliffe, J. T .
Edgar Ross 
Volkov, G.
Vin Bourke  
Voznesensky, Andre 
Roger M illiss 
W ard, Russel 
S B .
W att. Alan
W. A. Wood  
W eidenhotfer, M.
Tom  Nash 
Wesh, D. and 
T u rn er, W.
N.S.
West, M orris 
T. M oody 
W illiams, Maslyn 
M. B urnham  
W. A . W ood
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